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By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Central Woman’s Christian Tem-

rance Union, of Johnstown, Pa., for the passage of a bill to for-

id the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Memorial of the Reunion Society
of Vermont Officers, asking for action in recognition of the serv-
ifcq of Gen. William F. Smith—to the Committee on Military Af-

airs.

By Mr. GARDNER: Papers to accompany House bill 9456, to
correct the naval record of Charles Amos—to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutionsof the Allegheny County Grand
Army Association, and of the National Fremont Association of
Pittsburg, Pa., favoring the erection of a monument to the
Eiemory of Maj. Gen. John C. Frémont—to the Committee on the

ibrary.

Ahor?msolntion of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa.,
indorsing the Appalachian Park bill—to the Committee on the
el House bill gran i £

, paper to accom ouse an increase o
nsion ptopeAlemnder glngwell—to the Committee on Invalid
ensions. ]

Also, petition of the Keystone Watch Case Company, of Philadel-
phia, Pa., urging the establishment of a department of commerce
and industries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, paper of W. H. Smith, of San Francisco, snggesting an
amendment to section 4921 of the patent law—to the Committee
on Patents.

Also, petition of John Farr and two others, committee of West
India trade. in relation to the treaty with Cuba—to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs. .

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany House bill for in-
crease of pension of Austin Kerrigan—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. - [

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of members of the Farmers’
Institute, Meigs County, Ohio, in favor of a parcels-post system—
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union of Jamaica, Vt.. for the passage of a bill to forbid
the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings—to
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

Also, petitionof W. B. Eastman and other dmggists of St. Johns-
bury, Vt., urging the ge of House bill 178, for the reduction
of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HEDGE: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 75,
Burlington, Iowa, for the repeal of the desert-land law—to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of sundry citizens of Kentucky for
reduction of tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways
and Means. :

By Mr. KNAPP: Papers to accompany House bill 12236, grant-
ing an increase of pension to Martin Petrie—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LEVER: Petitions of druggists of St. Matthews and
Columbia, S. C., in favor of House bill 178, for reduction of tax
on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of heir of James Freeman,
deceased, late of Fulton County, Ga., for reference of war claim
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petition of G. E. Williams and
Charles N. Clarke, Hood River, Oreg., for reduction of taxon dis-
tilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Er. MORRIS: Remonstrances of citizens of the State of
Minnesota, against the repeal of the stone, timber, desert land, and
homestead commutation acts—to the Committee on the Public
Lands

By Mr. MOON: Petitions of retail druggists of Athens, Chat-
tanooga, Pikeville, St. Petersburg, and South Pittsburg, Tenn.,
urging the passage of Honse bill 178, for the reduction of the tax
on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PALMER: Resolution of Victoria Lodge, No. 293, O.
B. A., of Hazleton, Pa., for a modification of the methods and

ractice pursued by the immigration officers at the port of New
ork—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce
of Boston, Mass.,in favor of a tariff commission—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SHERMAN: Paper to accompany bill relating to the
correction of the military record of Henry Cool—to the Commit-
tee on M.i.litar{‘ Affairs.

By Mr. SIBLEY: Resolution of the Presbytery of Butler, Pa.,
favoring the establishment of a laboratory for the study of the
crim‘m]ﬁ. pauper, and defective classes—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Petition of R. B. Honey, Dexter,

Mich., urging the passage of House bill 178, for the reduction of
the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. - :

By Mr. SNOOK: Paper to accompany House bill granting an
increase of pension to Ethelbert Crouse—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. :

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of
pension to Aaron Taylor—to the Commitfee on Invalid Pensions. /

Also, resolution of Buckeye Lodge, No. 35, Railroad Trainmen,
in favor of Senate bill 3560, to promote the safety of employees "
and travelers upon railroads—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. STARK: Petition of M. E. Schultz and others, of
Beatrice, Nebr., urging the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. THAYER: Resolutions of the Methodist Egmc al
Church, Woman’'s Christian Temperance Union, and other
Sé}:leget:,h of ?iﬁ]lv_ille,le{:&ss., in _favozo ofbean amendmeént 1;t(r:o thtg

ns on defining marriage monogamie, ete.—
the Committee on the Judiciary. z

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Boston,
Mass., in favor of a tariff commission—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means.

i rtzsplnﬁpns tli)f Wt?)rtcﬁst.er Lod%ga,e No. 212, O. E A., ig'
relation to immigration— e Commi on Immigration an
Naturalization. :

By Mr. TIRRELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce
of Boston, Mass., in favor of a tariff commission—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. :

SENATE.
TUESDAY, January 13, 1903.

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington.

Mr. JorN P. JonES, a Senator from the State of Nevada, ap-
peared in his seat to-day.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CULBERSON, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

RAILROADS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response
to a resolution of the 5th instant, certain information as to the
effect a system of railroads in the Philippine Islands would have
on the cost of maintaining law and order and protecting life and
property in those islands, ete.; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed.

GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR AND RAILWAY COMPANY,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an-
nual report of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator and Rail-
way Company for the year ended December 31, 1902; which was
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered
to be printed. =

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BrownNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis-
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the amendment of the
House to the bill (8. 2206) to amend an act approved March 2,
1895, relating to public printing; asks a conference with the Sen-
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had
appointed Mr. HEATWOLE, Mr. BorEING, and Mr. TATE managers
at the conference on the part of the House.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

The message also announced that the Sgeaker of the House had
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon
signed by the President pro tempore:

A bill (8. 2210) relating to Hawaiian silver coinage and silver
certificates;

A bill (8. 4616) to grant title to the town of Juneau, Alaska, of
land occu%ied for school purposes, and for other purposes; and

A bill (H. R. 16086) to amend an act entitled **An act to pro-
vide for nuse of timber and stone for domestic and industrial pur-
poses in the Indian Territory,” approved June 6, 1900,

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of the
United States, praying for the enactment of legislation providin
for such collection of statistics of and relating to marriage an
divorce as shall bring the report on this subject down tothe latest
prgctt;cable date; which was referred to the Ccmmittee on Appro-
priations.

He also presented a petition of the Young Men’s Progressive
Lodge,of Lawrence, Mass. ,praying for the enactiment of legislation
to modify the methods and practice pursued by the immigration
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officers at the port of New York; which was referred to the
Committee on Immmigration. ;

Mr, FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of sundry
citizens of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the of the so-
called immigration bill; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 98, United
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Spokane; of Local
Union No. 239, Cooks and Waiters’ Union, of Sedttle; of Local
Union No. 158, Iron Molders’ Union, of Seattle; of Local Union
No. 181, Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Seattle, and
of Local Union No, 300, Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and
Paper Hangers, of Seattle, all in the State of Washington, pray-
ing for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were
ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of the White River
Monthly Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, of Win-
chester; of the congregation of the Friends Church of Thornton,
and of the Woman’'s Christian Temperance Union of Miami
County, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the adoption of an
amendment to the bill to promote the efficiency of the militia so
as to provide for an exemption claunse based on conscientious
scruples; which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 157, American
Federation of Labor, of Terre Haute, Ind., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation to repeal the so-called desert-land law and the
commutation clause of the homestead act; which was referred to
the Committee on Public Lands.

He also presented petitions of the Nordyke & Marmon Company,
of Indianapolis; of the Blanton Milling (‘;{)mpany, of Indianapolis;
of the W. D. Allison Company, of Indianapolis; of the Bluffton
Manufacturing Company, of Bluffton; of J. O. Flickerner & Sons,
of Evansville; of the J. I. Holcomb Manufacturing Company, of
Sullivan; of the Kokomo Rubber Com , of Kokomo, and of
the Studebaker Brothers Manufacturing Company, of South Bend,
all in the State of Indiana, praying for the establisment of a de-
partment of commerce; which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented the petition of John Farr and sundry other
shippers and merchants of New York City, N. Y., praying for the
ratification of the reciprocity treaties with the British West In-
dies and British Guiana; which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 242, of Wabash;
of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 215, of Logansport; of Brick-
layers and Masons’ Local Union No. 8, of Indianapolis; of Broom
Makers’ Local Union No. 17, of Indianapolis; of Local Union No.
154, of Evansville; of Local Union No. 255, of Dugger; of Hard
‘Wood Finishers’ Local Union No. 96, of Indianapolis; of Typo-
graphical Union No. 332, of Muncie; of Local Union No. 10253,
of Seymonr; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 159, of Marion,
and of Journeymen Tailors’ Local Union No. 220, of Logansport,
all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of Indiana,
praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which
were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of the New Albany Hosiery Mills,
of New Albany, Ind., remonstrating against the e of the
so-called eight-hour bill; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of Good Will Lodge, No. 52,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of rt, Ind., pray-
ing for the passage of the so-called anti-injunction bill; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented the petition of Rev. Wilbur F. Crafts, of
Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to
restrict immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented petitions of Hard Wood Finishers’
Union No. 96, Amalgamated Wood Workers, of Indianapolis; of
Protective Gas Workers’ Union, No. 10166, of Evansville; of
Local Union No.159,Cigar Makers’ International Union,of Marion;
of Local Union No. 220, Journeymen Tailors’ Union, of Logans-
port; of Local Union No. 255, United Mine Workers, of Dugger,
and of James Steele, of West Terre Haute, all in the State of
Indiana, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill;
which were ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of Typographical Union
No. 75, of Burlington, Iowa, praying for the repeal of the desert-
land law and for the commutation clause of the homestead act;
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

He also presented a petition of Fortress Lodfe,Na. 171, Brother-
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Fort Dodge, Iowa, and a petition
of Esther Lodge, No. 352, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of
Estherville, Iowa, praying for the c})aﬁsuge of the so-called anti-
injunction bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

e also presented petitions of the Tri-City Labor Council, of
Davenport; of Local Union No. 1142, Brotherhood of Carpenters
and Joiners, of Colfax; of Federal Labor Union No. 10441, of Fort
Dodge; of Local Union No. 523, United Brotherhood of Carpen-
ters and Joiners, of Keokuk, and of Local Union No. 92, Amal-

ted Wood Workers’ International Association, of Clinton, all
in the State of Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-
hour bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr, LODGE presented a petition of the Chamber of Cominerce
of Boston, Mass., praying for the appointment of a permanent tariff -
commission; which was referred to the Committee on Finance,

He also presented a petition of the Boston Fruit and Produce
Exchange, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis-
lation to emlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of
Boston, Mass., praying for the ratification of the Hay-Bond treaty;
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

Mr. BURTON presented a memorial of Coopers’ International
Union No. 18, American Federation of Labor, of Kansas City,
Kans,, and a memorial of Coopers’ International Union No. 1,
American Federation of Labor, of Lawrence, Kans., remonstrat-
ing against the enactment of legislation to prohibit the issuance
of revenue stamps on eighth beer kegs; which were referred to
the Committee on Finance.

He also Upresented petitions of Local Union No. 215, of Topeka;
of Local Union No. 201, of Wichita; of Bricklayers and Masons’
Local Union No. 6, of Tola; of Local Union No. 444, of Frontenac;
of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 1198, of Independ-
ence; of Union No. 210, of Weir City; of the Central Labor
Union of Independence; of Local Union No. 1, of Kansas City;
of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 1224, of Emporia,
and of the Federal Labor Union of Independence, all of the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor, in the State of Kansas; of Laborers’
Protective Union No. 9756, American Federation of Labor, of
Kansas City, Mo.; of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No.
652, American Federation of Labor, of Elwood, Ind., and of Lo-
cal Lodge No. 96, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Dodge
City, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of Local Union No. 35, of
Rochester; of Bricklayers’ al Union No. 45, of Buffalo; of Hos-
pital Nurses and Employees’ Local Union No. 10507, of Rochester;
of Local Union No. 196, of Watervliet; of Local Union No. 144,
of New York; of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 66, of
Jamestown; of Local Union No. 7204, of Jamestown; of Cigar
Makers’ Local Union No. 144, of New York;of the Central Trades
and Labor Assembly of Syracuse; of the Block Cutters’ Local
Union of Gloversville; of Horse Nail Makers' Local Union No.
10550, of Kusable Chasm; of Local Union No. 460, of New York:
of the Central Tradesand Labor Council, of Olean; of Local Union
No. 202, of Ogdensburg; of Upholsterers’ Local Union No. 83, of
Brooklyn; of Union No. 232, of Jamestown: of the Lake
Seamen’s Union of Buffalo; all of the American Federation of
Labor, and of the legislative board of the Brotherhood of Loco-
motive Firemen, of Albany;all in the State of New York, praying
for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were ordered
to lie on the table. »

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of 147 citizens of Shamokin,
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing an edu-

cational test for immigrants to this country; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of the Friends Meeting, of the Con-

tionial, of the Baptist, the Second Presbyterian, the Metho-

ist Episcopal, and the United Presbyterian churches, all of Ox-
ford, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of
%‘,%gmt]:btlwn to restrict immigration; which were ordered to lie on

G e,

He also ogresented petitions of the Young Men’s Christian As-
sociation of York, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union
of Atglen, of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Oxford,
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Kane, of the
congregation of the Second Presbyterian Church of Oxford, of
the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of Oxford,
of the Friends Meeting of Oxford, of the congregation of the
Presbyterian Church of Oxford, and of the congregation of the
Methodist Episcopal Church of Oxford, all in the State of Penn-
sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of Local Union No. 347, of
Springfield; of Local Union No. 817, of Springfield; of Local

nion No. 16, of Granite City; of the (lass Bottle Blowers’ Asso-
ciation of Alton; of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local Union No. 2,
of Belleville; of Federal Labor Local Union No. 9762, of St. John:
of Federal Labor Union No. 8533, of Springfield; of the National
Mine Managers and Assistants’ Mutual Aid Association, of Spring-
field; of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 44, of Quincy; of the Iron,
Steel, and Tin Workers’ Local Union No. 11, of Granite City; of
Local Union No. 63, of Bloomington; of Cigarmakers’ Local
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Union No. 78, of Altom; of the Trades and Labor Assembly of
Galesburg; of ters and Joiners’ Local Union No. 496, of
Kankakee; of the and Labor Council of Granite City; of
Stone Masons’ Local Union No. 15, of Rock Island; of the Trades
and Labor Assembly of Mascoutah; of Ci ers’ Local Union
No. 118, of Peoria, and of Local Union No. 61, of Muarphysboro,
all of thatm&récan ]Is"edamftige of Labor, in the 1Ei':.tate gifn minhg::‘ii
ying for ge o so-called eight-hour ;W
s cxared 1o Hoau the alils,
STATEHOOD BILL.

Mr. QUAY. Isend to the Secretary’s desk the following tele-
grams on behalf of the statehood bill, to be printed in the REcorD,

without reading.

The PRESID??.NT pro te: . If there be no objection. the
request of the Senator from lvania will be complied with.
The tele will be printed in the RECORD. :

The telegrams were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed

in the RECORD, as follows:
[Telegram].
TUCeoN, ARIZ., January 18, 1908,

mpm*tdmnjoritﬁd(}omnﬂtteeontl‘ re-

flecting on in and resources of failure to pass

wauld%eof ble material injury to the Territory. Ewery interest

fmmmnmmm:m people on the subject.
. 1,

Hon. M. 8. QUAY,
Unmdqsmm Senate, Washington, D. C.

to material interest in Arizona.
Omnibus bill is necessity to every —

.Haw%?&\n'iﬂm
Mr. QUAY. While I have the floor, al h it is probably a
matter of indifference to the Senate and the tor Colo-
rado [Mr. TELLER], I desire to apologize for the accidental in-
trusion into a mass of printed in the RECORD at my
suggestion yesterday m of a telegram from the Senator
from Colorado, which is semi-private in its nature, authorizing
me to pair him on the pending statehood bill.
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, o whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 18233) granting a pension to William A.
Nelson, reported it without amendment, and submiited a report

ereon.
thHa also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (S. 5526) granting an increase of pemsion to jamin F.
Cornman, reported it with an amendment, and submi areport
thereon.
He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was
referred the bill (8.2205) to correct the military record of Joseph
T. Vincent, reported with an amendment, and submitted a report
thereon.

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 2844) to remove the charge of desertion
against Samuel Robbins, submitted an adverse report thereon,
wﬂch was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 6570) to correct the military record
of Simeon Perry, reported it without amendment, and submitted
a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 1193) to correct the military record of Henry M.
Holmes, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report

ereon.
thHe also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of F. M. Vowells, reported it with
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 8216) to remove the record of dishonorable discharges
from the military records of John Shamburger, Louis Smith, and
Henry txﬁet.zger, reported it with amendments, and submitted a

rt thereon.
5 e also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the
following bills and joint resolution, submitted adverse reports
thereon, which were to; and the bills and joint resolution
were poa'lrgoned indefinitely: J
A Dill (S. 4847) to correct the military record of James Petty;

A Dbill (8. 4364) to remove the charge of desertion now standing
against James F. Wood;

A J'Oig.t resolution (8. R. 61) for the relief of Robert L, Lind-
gay; an

A Dbill (S. 8786) to correct the military record of James C. Means.

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 6730) to regulate the use of forest-reserve
timber, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and
that it be referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and
the Protection of Game; which was agreed to.

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committes on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (S. 6220) granting an increase of pension to Wal-
ter G. Tebbetts, repo: it with an amendment, and submitted
a rt thereon. g

. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the
12th instant relating to the clerks of the United States circnit
courts of a; intended to be pro to the legislative, exec-
utive, and judicial a; riation bill, rted favorably thereon,
and moved that it be referred to the (g:l.;nm.lttea on Appropria-
tions, and printed; which was agreed to.

Mr. FO. , from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 4876) to remove the charge of de-
sertion from the military record of William P. Taylor, deceased,
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

BOPHIA BOWIE.

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred
the resolution submitted by Mr. GALLINGER December 10, 1002,
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani-
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows:

That the Becretary of the SBenate be, and he hereby is, author-
ized and d hgytoﬁaphh%wﬁowdﬂbmmmhm&n
employee in the Bena stuhles.nmmegh to six months' salary at the rate
he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, said sum to be considered
as including expenses and all other
PRICES OF COAL IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred
the resolution submitted yesterday hdy Mr. STEWART, reported it
withont amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent,
and agreed to as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum

is hereby, authorized to lo; stenographer, f mb%'o%m
same s B employ a er, from 2 e ns
such asnmy%:a vestigation

had on the in
into the price of coal in the District of

contingent of the Senate. d Ve to send for
%imsmdppmmd to administer mths.andmwmpelm:{mdmot
OYRUS G. NDRTON.
Mr. DEBOE.

Iamdirectad?theOommitteeonPensions,to
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15852) granting an increase of
pension to Cyrus G. Norton, to report it back favorably without
amendment, and by request of the committee I ask for its imme-
diate consideration.

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen-
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration.
It proposes to place on the pemsion roll the name of Cyrus G.
Norton, late of pany K, One hundred and first Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. _

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. FATRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by fheir titles, and, with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions:

A bill (8. 6878) granting a pension to Penelope Tousley;

A bill (8, 6879) granting a pension to George W. Miller; and

A bill (8. GBSO]Bg-AmﬁlﬁngapanaiontoEfBeCreech.

Mr. DILLING introduced a bill (S.6881) for the relief of
James L. Elmer; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (8. 6882) granting an increase
of ion to Francis W. Crum ; which was read twice byits
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8. 6883) providing for the pur-
chase of ground and the erection of a new custom-house at the
gort of Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and re-

erred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S5. 6584) granting a pension to
Martha B. Hamlin; which was read twice by its title, and, with
the aocomﬁanyx%g papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (8. 6885) granting an increase
of pension to Mathias R. Zahniser; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.
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Mr. DIETRICH introduced a bill (S. 6886) to authorize the
leasing of grazing lands in the State of Nebraska; which was read
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

Ar. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 6887) authorizing and direct-
ing the issuance of a patent in fee to Kafie Van Pelf; which was
read twice by its title, and, with the aceompa.nying papers, re-
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (8. 6888) to provide for a re-
view of the acts, decisions, and rulings of the Post-Office Depm:b—
ment under the lottery and fraund statutes, and for other
poses; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. BURTON introduced a bill (8. 6889) to provide for the or-
ganization of the militia of the Indian Territory; which was read
Kgce by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military

airs.

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen-

sions:

A bill (8. 6890) granting a pension to Pearson N. Clifford (with
the accompanying papers);

A bill (S. 6891) grantmg a pension to Marie K. Hudson; and

A bill (S. 6892) granting nsion to William W. Ange 0.

Mr. MCENERY mi:rodu a bill (8. 6893) granting an increase
of pension to Bowman H. Peterson; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 6804) for the relief of the legal
representatives of the late firm of Lapéne & Ferré; which was
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re-
ferred to the Committee on Claims,

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6895) to authorize the pro-
motion of Maj. William Crawford Gorgas, surgeon in Army
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S, 6896) to fix the time for holdin
the United States district and circnit courts in the northern
middle districts of Alabama; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on the J udiciary.

Mr, DEPEW introduced a bill (8. 6897) for the relief of H
McGuckin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6898) to amend section
4921 of the Revised Statutes, relati ions in certain

tent cases; which was read twice by 113 title, and referred to the

ittee on Patents.

He also introduced the following bills; which were severall
read iwme by their titles, and referred to the Committee on
tary

A bill (S. 6899) to momgorate the Spanish-American War Vet~
erans’ Association of the United States;

A bill (8. 6900) to grant an honorable discharge from the mili-
tary service to Christian Heinze (with the aooompanying per);

A bill (8. 6901) to t an honorable discharge from the mili-
tary service to John rir‘ Keys (with the accompanying pa )i

A bill (8. 6902) to grant an honorable discharge from the mili-
tary service to Daniel F. Mertz (with the accompanying pnper) H

and

A Dbill (8. 6903) fortheralief of Edmund F. Steckel (with the
accomrmnvmg&

NR mtroduced the following bills; which were sev-
mgr;eadtmcebythezr titles, and referred to the Committee
on Claims:

A bill (8. 6904) for the relief of Jean Michel Vendenhiem, a
citizen of France residing in the United States;

A bill (8. 6905) providing for the adjustment and t of
the accounts of letter carriers arising under the eight- law
(with the accompanying papers);

A bill ES 6906) for the rehef of Sylvester H. Lee;
A bill (8. 6907) for the relief of Frances M. Egan administra-
trix of Patrick Egan, deceased (with the accommnying paper);

and
A bill (S 6908) for the relief of Mary Cairney (with the accom-
p&‘l‘]"'ll] ﬁ'{'
Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions:
A bill (8. 6909) granting a pension to Sallie J. Cochran;
A bill (8. 6910) granting an increase of pension to George W.
Frederick:
WA b]J} (S. 6911) granting an increase of pension to Frank H.
ilson

A bl]J (S. 6912) granting a pension to Mary Zinn;
A bill (8. 6913) granting an increase of pension to Walt.arLynn
A bill (8. 6914) .granting an increase of pension to

Bmall;
A bill (8. 6915) granting an increase of pension to Ira G. Wood;

A bill (S. 6916) granting an increase of pemsion to Arthur H. .
A blﬁ (S 6917) granting an increase of pension to John R.
A'blll (S. 6918) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Critch-
exli bo? (8. 6919) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth V.
bclll (S. 6920) granting an increase of pension to Charles H,
.A'DJI[ (8. 6021) granting an increase of pension to James J.
Ab%lets.am:}gmnhng an increase of pension to George S.

Ahﬂl (S 6923) granting a pension to William H. Small;
ThA bill (S. 6924) granting an increase of pension to Talbot
. tfttmgu (S. 6925) granting an increase of pension to William

A Dbill (8. 6926) granting a pension to Theophilus Snyder,

A bill (8. 6927) granting a pension to Fanny

Abﬁltl (8. 6928) granting an increase of pension to Joeeph 8.

(8. 6920) granting a to Mary R. Koehl; and
Ab'lll(s 6930) gran an increase ofpenmunto.TohnS:mpson.
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6931) for the relief of
Sadie Thome; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr, MORGAN. I introduce a bill which I ask may be read,
as it is an interesting subject and the bill is very short.

The bill (S. 6932) to extend the scope and effect of the act of

entitled **An act to protect trade and commerce against

unlawful restraints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890, was
read the first time by its title, and the second time at length, and
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That all the provisions of an act entitled “An act to
trade and commerce unlawful restraints and monopoli
voﬁ.]'u]yz,lmbeand e same are hereby,extended so as to include

mﬁg within its nn and penxlues all persons and corpora-
or seI]ing any nrgcle or t:gmp;nodtty for profit that is a&:gg rﬂgf ‘x'};q%
by law to be acquired by purchase for the use of an or agency or
eommission or depnﬂment of the Government of t.ha nitmi States, or for
the service, or hospital service, orthe Weather Burean service, or
the ¥ or the Ns.vy of the United Sta:

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6933) granting an increase of
pension to James M. Sherman; which was read twice by its title,
?Jnd with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on

ensions.

Mr HALE introduced a bill (8. 6934) to pay claimants for dam-

ivate property by reason of mortar practice at Fort
Pmble e., during the fall of 1901, as rep by a board of
Army o.ﬂicers constituted to ascertain the same; which was read
twme its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. NER introduced the following bills; which were
eevam]ly read ftwice by their titles, and, with the accompanying

, referred to the Committee on Penswns
bill (8. 6985) granting an increase of pension to Conrad Meier;
A bﬂ] (8. 6936) granting an increase of pension to William T.

A bill (8. 6937) granting an increase of pension to Simon Piehl;

Sm (8. 6938) granting an increase of pension to George H.
rland.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced & bill (S. 6939) to amend
the act of September 19, 1890, entitled ““An act to amend certain
sections of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other

** which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
gcmmlthee on the Judici

ary.
He also introduced a bill (S. 6940) for the relief of the estate of
Lucy A. Caldwell, deceased; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Claims.

DUTY ON ANTHRACITE COAL.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I desire to offer again the
joint resolution I introduced on the 8th instant, and I ask the in-
dulgence of the Senate for a few moments that I may make a
statement.,

This joint resolution relates to the duty on anthracite coal, and
provides that after its passage anthracite coal and all coal con-
taining less than 92 per cent of fixed carbon when imported into
the United States shall be admitted free of duty.

Before I introduced the joint resolution I made the statement
that in my opinion it was constitutional notwithstanding that
provision of the Constitution which declares that all bills for
raising revenue must OEFmate in the House of Representatives.
The Senator from Rh Island [Mr. ArprICH] characterized
that opinion as novel.
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Mr. President, I simply take advantage of this occasion to sa
that instead of being novel it is an opinion shared by disﬁnguisheg
commentators on the Constitution, by many eminent lawyers who
have held seats in this body and in the House of Representatives,
and that it represents the unbroken precedents of tgls body since

1815.

In 1871 the Senate passed a bill, which originated here, repeal-
ing the income tax, and upon a consideration of that measure an
exg.austive report was made by a committee of the Senate, com-
posed of Messrs. Scott, Conkling, and Casserly. I ask that that
report be printed in the RECORD as a portion of the statement I
am making, because it is exhaustive of the subject, in my opinion,
and so far as I amadvised the Senate has never de from the
principle announced there from that day until this,

‘When this joint resolution was before the Senate on the 8th the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLaTT] declared that anthracite
coal is not dutiable. I have watched with some interest the
proof of that which he promised us, but so far he has not seen
proper to make any further statement on the subject.

In answer to that contention of the Senator from Connecticut,
I ask leave to print in this connection a decision of the Board of
General Appraisers, of New York, declaring that anthracite coal
is dutiable, and a decision of the circuit court of appeals of the
ninth circuit affirming that decision, the opinion being delivered
by Mr. Justice Hawley. It is proper to add that an application
for a writ of certiorari to the Supreme Court of the United States
in this case was denied (177 U. 8., 695), which is tantamount to
holding that anthracite coal is dutiable nnder the Diu%lay Act.

Having made this statement, I offer the joint resolution and

nest its immediate consideration.

e joint resolution (S. R. 152) exempting anthracite coal from
import duty was read the first time by its title, and the second
time at length, as follows:

‘Whereas there is a great distress and suff in many sections of the
country because of the inadequate supply of an te coal and the high
prices for which it is offered and sold; and

Whereas no revenue of consequence is derived by the Government from
the duty imposed therson; and

Whereas the removal of the dui‘:ly will add to the supply in the United
States and lower the price thereof: Therefore,

Resolved %ﬂw Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That on and after the passage of resolu-
tion anthracite coal and all coals con less than 92 per cent of fixed
carbon when imported into the United States shall bs exempt from duty.

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas a
practical question. From what source, according to his informa-
tion. are we likely to get a supply of such coal as he describes in
the joint resolution? .

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, that matter will come up,
I think, if there is no objection to the present consideration of the
joint resolution. If we are to consider it at all, it would be best
to consider it in all of its phases.

Mr. HOAR. I thought possibly, as the Senator made some
statement about it before presenting it, he might be willing to
tell the Senate, in order that we might see whether it was a prac-
tical or a theoretical question. I understand that the Senator’s
joint resolution descri the present emergency and desires to
iuwe the duty taken off of coal which he describes as coal having
less than 92 per cent of carbon. In order to see whether thisisa
question which is of such immediate pressing character that we
ought to lay aside all other business and attend to it at this mo-
ment, I should like to k]axfg i}l::%alSenabclrr frotrﬂ what Bt?urce he ex-

ts a supply of thatkind o torelieve the present emergency.
pel(;r_r. CUEP.By]::RSON. In answer to the Senator, I will repeat
that whatever information I have on the subject will be readily
given to the Senate if objection is not made to the present con-
sideration of the joint resolution.

The PRESIDENT %Jm tempore. The Senator from Texas asks
unanimons consent for the present consideration of the joint
resolution.

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator know a spot on the face of the
earth from which we may expect a supply or a considerable
quantity of that kind of coal—anthracite coal of less than 92 per
cent of fixed carbon?

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, this joint resolution is—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Jjoint resolution is not
now before the Senate. The Senator from Texas asks unanimous
consent for its present consideration.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as this is but another phase of
the question submitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST],
whose resolution is now pending before the Senate and will be
laid before the Senate in a few minutes, I object to its present
consideration. If the Senator desires to have it before the Senate
at a subsequent time for discussion, I am willing that any agree-
ment shall be made as to that matter, or if he desires to have if
referred, I do not object to that course. I do object, however, to
its present consideration.

The papers submitted by Mr. CULBERSON are as follows:
INCOME TAX.

Mr. Scott, from the committee of conference appointed by the two Housea
to consider the question as to the power of the Senate to originate the bill
(8. No. 1083) to repeal so much of the act approved July, 1870, entitled “An
act toreduce internal taxes,and for other purposes,” as continues the income
tax after the 8lst day of December, 1869, submitted the following report:

**The managers on the part of the Senate of the conference committee ap-
pointed by the two Houses of Congresa to consider the question raised by the
resolution of the House, adopted on the 27th of January, 1871, directing the
return to the Senate of Senate bill No. 1083, to repeal so much of the act ap-
proved July 14, 1870, entitled *An act to reduce internal taxes, and for other
P " as continues the income tax after the 3lst day of December, 1869,
with the suggestion that section 7 of Article I of the Constitution vests in the
House of Representatives the sole power to te such measures; and by
};ha resoluﬁog of the Senate of February 1, 1571, returning said bill to the

Onsa, report

“That, having met, after full and free conference, the joint committee
have been unable to agree.

“The managers upon the part of the House of
Hooper, ALLI8ON, and Voorhees, maintained * that, accordi
tent and meaning of the Constitution, it is the right of the House of re-
sentatives to originate all bills relating directly to taxation, including all
im%io:ing or rem;ttingatf.xes; and that,in the exercise of that right, tne House
of Representatives shall decide the manner and time of the imposition and
remission of all t.sxeaﬁlmh ect to the right of the Senate ‘boamancf unyof such
bills, originating in the House, before such bills have become a law.”

“The ma upon the partof the Senate maintained * that, according to
the true intent and meaning of the seventh section of the first article of the
Constitution, ** bills for raising revenue are those billsonly the direct purpose
of which is to raise revenue by laying and collecting taxes, duties, imposts,
or excises, and that a bill may originate in the Senate to repeal a law or por-
tion of a law which imposes taxes, du imposts. or excises.

**In advising adherence to the position taken by the managers upon the part
of the Senate, they deem ita pmaf; occasion to present the reasons which,
in their opinion, r111.31:11' them in t advice.

*The words of the &metltution which are viewed in these opposite senses

are as follows:
***All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representa-
tiveai but the Benate may propose or concur with amendments, as on other

bills,
*In seeking for the meanﬁﬁ, of this provision, we naturally look at the
history and circumstances w Fmoeded and attended its adoption, at the
E:.cﬂoe of Congress in its legislation under it, and at the construction which
been put upon it by commentators.
“The men who framed our Constitution were students of the unwritten
constitution of El&]:nd' and there can be no doubt that this provision is such

tati Mezsrs.
to‘t'% true in-

a modification of tice of the House of Commons, as to money bills, as
they believed suited to the new Government they were then fi ing.

“That we may see ly what that practice was, and the reasons which
are assigned for it, we quote the words of Sir William Blackstone:

“‘The ar laws and customs of the House of Commons relate ci-
'pnllyt':w e raising of taxes and the elections of members to serve in Parlia-
men

“+ First, with to taxes, it is the ancient, indisputable privilege and

right of the House of Commons that all nts of subsidies or parliamen

aids do begin in their House, and are bestowed by them; although th
grants are not effectual, to all intents and p until they have the as-
sent of the other two branches of the Legislature.
for this exclusive privil
raised upon the body of the pﬁo'glle. and therefore it is proper that
should have theright of taxing themselves. reason would be unanswer-
able if the Commons taxed none but themselves; but it is notorious thata
very large share of property is in the possession of the House of Lords; that
this of the Commons;

£ B0
ly. g the spirit of our constitution, seems g
Ea this: The T.ords, being a permanent, hereditary body, cmted:'i pleasure
hgt'lthe King, are aufggsod more liable to be influenced by the Crown, and
when aonce uence continue so, than the Commo
rary, elective body, freely nominated by the people.
extremely danﬁamns to give the Lords any power of fra:
the subject; it is sufficient that they have a power of rejecting, if they think
the Commons too lavish or improvident in their grants. But so unreason-
jealous are the Commons of this valuable privilege that herein they

abl
wﬂf not suffer the other House to exert any power but thatof rejecting; the
will not permit the least alteration or amendment to be made by the
to the mode of taxing the people by a money bill; under which appellation
are included all bills by which money is directed to be raised upon the sub-
ject, for any purpose or in any shape whatsoever; either for the exi
of the Government, and mnec{ed from the om in general, ns land
tax, or for private benefit, and collected in any particular dj.sh'ict.sgo'g{
iurnpikes.te 1 m1:111 - and the like.' (Blackstone's Commentaries,
2 C r % .
“Money in the tice of Parliament, embrace not only those by
which money is direc to be raised, but also by which supplies are
gran or what we term & priation bills. Not only was
claimed and exercised by the Commons to originate both these of
bills, but finally, in 1678, their claim was urged so far as to exclude the Lords
tgom all ﬁmwer of amending bills of supply. On the 3d of July in that year
t resolved—

g That all aids and suplfllaa_ ought to begin with the Commons, and that
it 115 Elie mggmnd 2%‘ e right of th;é}é)mnﬁms to ﬂ:.retgt, %ﬁﬁ& ap-

nt in su 0 en: considerations, condi
Egd qualifications of such ﬁ%ﬁ;?&ph ought noi??:'o be ch.nf'.m1 or nltanlﬁ
by the House of Lords." (May's &rlmmen%nry Practice, p. 507.)

* Bearing in mind the practice and the reasons forit, asgigen by Blackstone.
we next come to consider the circumstances attendant upon the adoption of
the clause of the Constitution, the true intent and m ng of w is the
subject of disagreement between the House and the Senate.

**No question could have presented itself more forcibly to the mindsof the
members of the convention which framed the Constitution than that of tax-
ation. The inability of the Confederation to enforce its uisitions for rev-
enue upon the States was one of the leading causes, if not the leading cause,
which led to the call for that convention.

**What light, then, do the ings which resulted in the adoption of

he clanse under consideration shed upon its meaning?
“That convention met on the 14th of May, 1787, but a majority of mem-
bers did not appear nntil the 2ith of that month.
*The first proposition bea: upon this question was offered immediatel
after the adoption of the rules for regulating the roeeedinﬁ:gon the am};
of May. It appears in the resolution offered by %‘odmu.nﬁ olph. The
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ior resolutions having provided for two branches of a National Legisla-
g”"mmfh e ot 9 the right of originating acts” (1 El

g each branch oug: 0 possess the or' acts, -
liott’s Debates, p. 144.)

“In the draft of a Federal Government, submitted on the same day by

Pinckney, is this provision in Article III:

“iAll mouely bills of every kind shall or;ﬁnata in the House of Delegates
and shall not De altered by the Senate.’ ( o2 D 115.!

(n;;é}n ”]‘E;““ of May the sixth resolution of i'l.r dolph was adopted.
A s

ot Onpt-he 15th of June Mr. Gerry moved to add the following words to the
fifth resolution regorted by the committee, the sixth offered by Mr.
Randolph (see p. 181). namely, ‘excepting money bills which shall originate
Iii? the 81':5’:. R?(ilch o{“ :l;a National ture.'! This was negatived—yeas

navs g, (. -y P Lide

"(§n the 19th of June the committee of the whole reported on the resolu-
tions subgzritted by Mr. Randolph, and the fifth resolution as reported
tlfgir:li is: i{ﬁhat each branch ought to possess the right of originating acts.’
ey s z@m of June this paased‘umnimousl&. (Thid., p. 191.)

“It was at this stage the convention reached the question of representation
in the two branches of Congress; and as this is al to have entered into
ge ﬂngéeséatt.lement of the question we are consid , it is proper it should

noticed.

“On the 24 of July a committes was elected by ballot, consisting of one
member from each State, to whom the resolutions (the seventh and eighth)
providing for representation were ref: .

“On tﬁe 5th of July that ttee recommended to the convention the
following propositions:

ot 1 t in the first branch of the Legislature each of the States now in
the Union be allowed one member for every 40,000 inhabitants of the descrip-
tion reported in theseventh resolution of the ttee of the Whole House;
that each State not containing that number shall be allo

that all bills for raising or appropria money, and for the
of the officers of the %}ovs;rnment of the Unite States, originate in
the first branch of the Legislature, an not be altered or amended by

the second branch; and that no money shall be drawn from the public Treas-
ury but in pursnance of adpgroprintiona to be originated by the first branch.

A '12. That inralilgm‘ﬁl ; ranchof the Legislature each State shall have an

ual vote.’ e 2 .

e On the ﬂtt& of Jnlp the first part of the first proposition was referred to a
gelect committee, and that part providing for * bills for rai or appropriat-
ing money etc..'bein,g submitted to a vote, was declared adop the vote
mnlding thus: Yeas, 5 States; nays, 8 States; divided, 8 States. (Ibid., pp.

86.

“On)the 16th of July the whole subject of reg::mntation and money bills
was embodied in a report which fixed the num of Repr@entam gxo
vided that representation ought to be éromrﬁonsd according to -
ation, and for a census, gave each State equal representation in the Senate,
and contained this provision:

¢ Begolved, That all bills for raising or a; ting money, and for fix-
ing the salaries of the officers of the Government of the United States, shall
originate in the first branch of the Legislature of the ted
a]:mﬁ%n not be altered or amended by the second branch; and that no money
shall be drawn from the public T but in pursuance of appropriations

to be originated by the first branch.’ . PP. 205-206.
“On the 28th of July all the r%ponltzwﬂmﬂy ted were referred
to the Committee of Detail. (Ibid., pp. )

“(On the 6th of August the commi a draft of a Constitution
(p- 224), in which section 5 of Article IV is in the same words as the resolu-
tion above quoted from paj . Bection 12 of Article VIalso reads: ‘Each
Houstoiaoahezallpoam the right of originating bills except in the cases before
mentioned.’

*'We now come to the goint where the action was taken fixing the number
of Representatives and Senators and striking out the fifth section of the
l‘ourt? article, as before adopted. This action took place on the Sth of Au-

(Ibid., 232-234.) The section thus struck out was again moved on the
of A and rejected. (Ibid., p. 241.) _

“1t is ted in the Madison Papera‘glp. 1268, 1297, 1808) that this was a
motion to reconsider the rejection, and that it prevailed. e vote after re-

deration is given n the separate pro tions. (Ibid., p. 1316,
wﬁ%mle ﬁ&‘sl?gla;i agpr?o the ex‘ﬁusivep nating mon% hll]a)ln the
House, it stood—ayes 4, nays 7; on originating by the House and amending

the Senate—ayes 4, nays 7. %
by“ On the last clause, asyt?) drawing money on appropriations, which must
originate in the House—ayes 1, nays 10.

“Omn the 15th of August this provision was again offered as an amendment
to the twelfth section of the sixth article of Wﬂ draft, and its consider-
ation was postponed. (1 Elliott’s Debates, tae )

“On the 5th of September the comini re a substitute for the
twelfth section of the sixth article, which, on 8th of SBeptember, was
adopted in the words which now make the seventh section of the first arti-
cle, and upon the true meaning of which the Honseand Senate differ. (Ibid.,

205, -
285'" Thiz; may seem a tedious and perhaps detail of the
which pri ed the adoption of this section. At the of this criticism, it
has been given, as we desire by this history, and ref: to the debates
as given in the Madison Papers, but which we have not qu to show—

“First. That the convention started with the two b! before it.‘

namely: ‘That each House ought to ‘i:m the right of
and *that all money bills of every kind shall originate in the House of Dele-
gates, and shall not be altered by the Senate.’

“8econd. That until the question of representation in the Houses was
reached, the first of these propositions was twice adopted, and the second,
when presented as an amendment to the first, was rejected..

“Third, That the first time the limitation of the power of the Senate to
originate bills of any class received the ganction of the convention was while
the question of representation was unsettled and in the hands of a commit-
tee; and then, ont of 11 States, but 5 voted for it, 3 being divided, and 8 vot-
ing no.

é!‘F«m‘.rth. That when this limitation was back by the committee,
accompanied by the fixing of the representation in the House and Senate,
the vote stood—ayes b, noes 4, divided 1.

“Fifth. That when it was thus adopted the original tion of Mr.
Randolph, tb:[ti '3?(‘31 House ought to possess the right ting acts,’
also st as adopted.

“Sixth. That after the representation in the House and the Senate was
S2 Sk poTsions Feiga saopiad, v Sl ppeacor o
and bi ng sa €80l cers, and de e powerof amendmen:
tnlledte' were sgtrickem out, and the efforts afterwards made to reinsert th

“Saventh. That it was claimed in the Senate that section 5 of Article IV
should have been retained with these limitations in it, because it was a com-
promise to secure the larger States against the imposition of taxes by bills

XXXVI—45

originating in the Senate, where the States had equal representation; that,
notwithstanding this, it was stricken out; and that of the five larger States
to which this was considered applicable three of them had uniformly voted

all limitation on the power of the Senate. (Madison Papers, vol. 3,
PP. 1266-1267, 1306-1316.)

“In the light of this history and summary, we place, in parallel columns,
the section which was stricken out and the section as it was reported by the
committee and adopted.

" STRICKEN OUT.
peiating money sad for Sciag oo

money and for n o
galaries of the gfﬂcers of the Golf—srn-
ment shall originate in the House of
Representatives, and shall not be
altered or amended by the Senate.
No money shall be drawn from the
EPTEoriations. & bioh shall originate
& L8] Ons, Wihlc origina’
inpﬂepﬁom of Representatives.’

“The first clause of the section as adopted is now the seventh section of
the first article, the second clause being transferred by the revising commit-
tee to section 9. Before gﬂmmentin& u?on the meaning of the clause as
adopted, itis proper also to insert here the form of words which Mr. Randolph
desired i:o use in reinserting the rejected clanse:

*** Article IV, section 5, being reconsidered—

A My, Ra.ndoiph moved that the clause be altered so as to read: * bills for
raising mqnetitor the pu of revenue, or for a;:ﬁ;gpriating the eame, shall
originate in the House of resentatives.” (Madison Pape% p& 1305-1306).

“The object of this amen > e theidea that
the section extended to all bills which might incidentally affect the revenue.
‘With all this in remembrance, the committee of revision reported the words
as they now stand in section 7, article 1.

* Now, recurring to the section stricken out, and looking at the parts
omitted, which are placed in italics, it will be smnt. that the omission of
the restrictions upon the power of the te is equal to an express

““AS ADOPTED.

‘1 ATl bills for raising revenue shall
originate in the House of Represent-
atives; but the Senate may propose or
concur with amendments as on other
bills. Nomoney shall be drawn from
the Treasury but in consequence of
appropriations made by law.’

affirmation that the Senate has the power—

“First. To originate appropriation bills.

*Becond. Tooriginate bills for fixing the salaries of the officersof the Gov-
ernment, and, by way of emphasizing the fact, a reassertion.

. . That money may be drawn from the Treasury nupon appropria-
tions which do not originate in the House of Representatives.

“In view of this clear declaration of the intent of the framers of the Con-
stitution, which would seem toleave no room for gquestion as tothe only power
intended to be vested in the House to the exclusion of the Senate, let us see
what has been the practice of Congress under it.

“*And first, as to appropriation bills. It is true that the power tooriginate
them is not in question now; but having shown, as we th clearly, that the
Benate has that power, it is well to look at the extent to which this claim of
exclusive right is pushed, how unfounded it is, and in what inconsistent posi-
tions the House has placed its own claim h&aits action. When we find it as-
serted in one instance and expressly repudiated in another, and when itisa
claim made in derogation of wer of the Senate, this double construction
should certainly excuse some doubt as to whether the claim is well estab-
lished. And yet it is easy to demonstrate that the House has both asserted
and denied that * bills for raising revenue * include s;ppro riation bills. With-
out enumerating the precedents to which we arere errecf, it issufficient to say
that the acts of the House upon amendments to its own bills, and upon those
oﬂﬁgmﬁngoi:t the Senate, come in direct antagonism with each other. The
claim has been that apffroprisﬁon bills are revenue bills within the meaning
of the Constitution. an appropriation bill is one of that class, then no
amendment which the Senate could add to it would be liable to objection,
becanse the same clause of the Constitution which requires them to originate
in the House expressly empowersthe Senate to amend them, as it may amend
other bills. If it is not one of that class required by the Constitution to orig-
inate in the House, then it is not a bill ‘for raising revenue,’ and may prop-
eﬂ¥ originate in the Senate.

“The Post-Office appropriation bill in the second session of the Thirty-fifth

originated in the House and the Senate added an amendment rais-
in; rates of postage. When this was returned to the House Mr. GROwW
ob%ecbed that ‘said amendment is in the nature of a revenue bill.' (Con-
gressional Globe, March 3, 1859, %em.)

“The v turned to the Senate, and, the Senate adhereing toits view,
it failed. This was a decision by the House that an appropriation hill is not
a revenue bill; for if it were the amendment was wft,gin- the power of the

Benate,

“As to bills incidentally affecting the revenue, the com ise tariff of
1833, the resolution of Mr. McDuffie, in 1844, to substitute the duties of the
compromise bill for those of the tariif of 1843, and the defeat of it, as also the
action of the House upon the Treasury-note bill of the Senate in 1537, are re-
ferred to by the managers on the part of the House to sustain their position.

“As to the compromise bill, it is sufficient tosay that m its introduction
into the Senate the point was made inst its reception that it contained one
section which increased duties on Kendall woolens, although all the other
sections reduced duties; that the objector (Mr. Fo agreed if that section
were withdrawn the bill conld properly be introd in the Senate; that it
was introduced notwithst.n.ndiuﬁthat section was retained. and that the de-
bate and action upon its reception and passage indicate the opinion of the
Senate that a bill to reduce duties could originate in the Senate. This bill,
although received and considered in the Senate, was not sent_to House, asa
bill in the same words was introduced there and passed toavoid this question,
and the Senate it.

*The action in 1844, laying upon the table Mr, McDuffie's resolution, indi-
cates a different opinion; but neither of these cases isatall parallel to the
case in hand. It will also be noted that the Senate, which was favorable to
Mr. Clay’s bill, received it asa pm]i})a;ﬂtinmum to originate inthat body, and
that the Senate, which laid Mr. Mc. e’s resolution upon the table, was op-
posed to measure it proj d. It is probable the precedents lose some
of their value from these facts, when quoted upon a guestion of constitu-
tional law. The loan bill of last season is sufficient answer to the precedent
of the Treasury-note bill without entering into an examination of the power
wnder the Constitution to borrow money. The question might well be rai
whether the Benate has the power to originate a bill establishing a different
mode of taxation or a different scale of duties, even if they are reductions of
the existing taxes and duties; for, whether it be more or’ less, a tax or duty
imposed does raise revenue; but it seems to be a contradiction in terms to
say that a bill to repeal a special tax al®
tion of revenue from that source, is a bill for raising revenue. That the re-
peal may necessitate the imposition of other taxes is nc(l)glég'nment inst the

to introduce sucha bill. It would be cqually g against the power
originate a bill fixing the salaries of officers of Government, for every in-
crease in these ealaries necessitates additional taxation; and yet we think it
has been shown that this power is undonhted]%gmmd&t‘he Senate.
accompli

Was re

ether, and thus prevent the collec-

*Besides, the repeal of the tax can not ed without the




706 i

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 13,

concurrence of the mrrmenlxﬂm of the who will then have the deter-
mination of whether it does require other taxes to be laid, and if it does, what
these taxes shall be. Thus no safeguard of the people is taken away by the
exercise of this power by the Senate.

“Again, if, as contended, the clause was intended as a protection to the
larger States t the imposition of taxes by Einnﬁon in the Senate,
where each State has equal representation, how is this affected
permitting the Senate to originate a measure for relief from that taxation
which has already originated in the Eouse" If the larger States can, by origi-
nating tax laws in the House, do injustice to the smaller ones, which have

Representatives, may not the smaller States, through the Senate, whare
each bgtaiataqml.atmmmake tllse effort to procure justice from the Ho
sending it & measure for repea

G TR AU ———
n ImMa. -} m aio. wing Lo} wsu‘pon
'books, nuyor W ori ted in the Senate, and, as will be seen by their

titles, much more nearly approach the er of revenue measures than
does the bill for the ‘rapml the income tax.

“(thers of similar character might doubtless be referred to if time per-
mitted a more extended examination of the Journals, but these, in
1815, and coming downtothamonotm"ﬂ,wﬂlsuﬂhatoshow acqui-

duties on the ton-

escence of 00
and merchandise imported
duties. (Biatutes, vol. 8,

p. 224 ch. T7. Hnmha. 1.&]5’)

“8oacond. To continue in force the second socﬁmm‘.thnacb tpk i
to s%'l sﬁt 51:6:: te the?dutieson imports and tonnaga. (Statutes, volL.
p. 869, ¢

o
“ Third. Toonndn&ninfm‘ceact
thneoﬂutimor&uuasonim

1818, mpplemm
March 2, 1799, (Shtntm. vol. ‘I. . b63, ch. 4. Apr
1irth, To un.ﬁxa inties on vessels o

I . yes rilw.l mabﬁcotﬂolombin
]ﬁ-l,c g
S ise

ﬂmjnnﬁng duties of tonnage
the duties on veasels and their cargoes.

and vessels of the United

58,
egﬁth An act concerning the duties on lead. (Vol 4, p. 717, ch. 139.

Ninth Furt.hartomspend the operation of certain provisos toan act to
nlter and amend the sovanl acts im duﬁes on imports, approved July

T ( To 1 d the dlscrimhm. gdu Eoods ported in ves-
"“'Tenth suspan
Bels of Portngal. and to reduce the duties U'Ilw‘l.'n& (Statutes, vol. 5, p. 725,
Vi 2 tory of t to release from d i {'e
ll a’ ron or
Ele enth., Explana of an ac re ty

and actu.slly lnid un railways and inclined planes.

= T{ve tﬁnln ercial intercourse with the port of
Cayenne, in the colcuny Gu.ium. and to remit certain duties. (Stat-
nm vol. 5, . 489,

teenth. Torednmthem ofpm:‘tm bolim.ittheusenndoormct
thenbuaaoftha privilege, and for venﬁonoti‘rmds

enmq;tthaPout-Oﬂiee partmont. (Stntuimﬂnl.ﬁ.p.?&.ch.m. H.arch
8'“ll'c;m‘tma‘nt.h.

oLact reducin 1&0 %lty c.cu‘:;u ?gnﬂa, and for other pur-
Btatu . C. ar
'Wm( wmvlemantmnpm wttoanﬂwriza nnﬁanslloan,and!or

tutes, vol. 12, p. 818, ch. 46. August
e i Tl T wﬁthanationu] debt.

soCoN Forty-first 14, 1870.)
g i e Saeplon o (b St o s Copiona e
der it, let us now W pul
gpun i?bnnwe::mentamrs and ot‘hers of suthorit{ In aidms u.u to construe
it w& q m; ({o;ve:;our o mﬁmm:, says
(a1 T iﬂm)t.h c.kuring.,
fa Wmham y o the Oonstituﬁon avail townrd mtgpmung its

T‘hig dn hn'gart the words
M e m oi' th%ent. instrument was

with the general tenor snd abj
writtan by the letter. Having rejected redundant
uivoeal terms, Ibelieve ittobeaaclmrwourlsn wouldparmit.
2. nevert.halaas. & parh of what relates to the j
n, ‘all bills for the purpose of revenus,’
it would hardly be mnr..endsd that the plain import of thasa Wor t:ldin—
clude not only a bill to & mpriat.e ravanue. but also one to
which had for pnrguee of revenue. And yet if these wordshnd
been insartad. it. is submitted they won]d have been considered redundant,
and stricken out. _The words mwusedmnweythenmammniqgaannr
Randolph’s amendment hnd. been the term “menua " being sul

ex

stituted for money. A bill for raising revenue, in the plain import or tha
ds, means a wh.ich intandu bohnv&mdwﬂihnva.theaﬂectofmlﬂng
;?e:ﬁeq not of in the sense of inereasing, but of producing, yielding

dg tting it into th
mvenue;_;.;: b & onsurym L e i
(1 Elliot’s Debates, p

. 404), 88
“*The Senate h.nvet.he werofnl bills and of originat-
!nﬁppro?‘ tlons of nmulgr and t.ho :ﬂ% of th E of their own a
in

n of t.hn United States, althoug

fl? t t.hmnmnpmmnmm‘:}m f th or amenable to them.’"

@ re ves o e
“Satzgymin his Commentaries on th %nt!gaafﬁrraﬂewing the cfum
tice as to money bills in thnBrmathﬂla.ment- e history of

r Constitution

i RPW‘hnt bills are prg;:er1¥ bills for raising manne tnthe sense of the Con-
stitution has been matter tliscnsﬁio A learned wmmenh.tor sup-

that every bill which indlme t:l.nlly'ﬂe Esre mwnue
g thin the senso ot t.he Oonstit'ntion a. ravenua bill fore
that t.he'bﬂlsfor nﬁgsb-oﬂioenndthe m.i:ntandregula
a crast thow dia ""’i‘.‘: %‘fﬁm oL Tkors Bao &?L“a";;“p‘?&"’an"m’“ﬁ
as in fac
note.) But tlYua practical construction of the tution has beum y

Constitu
his opinion; in the of the origin of the war
W""‘i‘ﬁm“ dantly proves that 1t has boen confined to bils to
est;mtsenmofy ewnrd.smdhunntboenundeutoodmutenﬂmbﬂis
for other

which may incidentally create revenue. No one
that a bi](pt.o sell any of the Em‘b is ﬁ

lic lands or to sell the public stock to
raise revenue in the sense Constitution. Much would a bill be so
deemed whi memly e

e toad » Giokacrs of Taaolvent Gebtors up "’%““”&?ﬁdﬁmm
auth TE® O ven TS upon
to the United States, giving a priority of pnymem the United States in

cases of insolvency, although all of them ht incidentally bring revenue
into the Trmmryy (Section 877.) iy by

“The same view is taken in Bouvier's Law Dictionary, title * Money bills.
Rawle, in his view of the Qmstit.utmn (page 60) qgustion.s the po c'y or
necessity of this exemption, but myg ‘It was probably supposed that the

mem'bem of the House 8, coming more frequentl rmm the

goo‘p)a and from their numbers, combining gmter):-mety of
chara.cts‘ran oyment, would be well qualified to {}ggﬂ ‘not only of the
necessity b;:rtiabo o:l' the methods of raisl.ns revenue. other subjects

a bill ma e in either House."
History of the Constitution, considers that the adaphon of
luenced by the settlement of the moda of electing the Presi-

,in
this clause was infl by
dent, in case of failure to choose by the ele-utors. GE)
e P'msidant by the Benate]
naturally, to add the privi-

“To this t influence [that of electing th
mm:y members from the larger States d

'I%: of confining the origin of revenue hills to the House of rmmadvas.
y found in the committee some members from the smaller States
election of the Execntl‘va

to concede this p: riv‘l]eg:has the price of an ultimate
th er arrangements which tended to elevate the tons
e Government by increasing the power and influence of the Benate.
They found others also who approved of it upon principle. The compromise
was accordingly effected in the committee, and in this attitude the question
the revenue billsagain came before the convention.
ere, & scheme that seemed likel
e:rful oligarchy, and t]mt would certainly put it in the
t,aag:lot containing a third of the people, to elect the
t.hem ed w be a choice by the electors, met with smnuous resis .
reasons not necessary to be recounted here, the ultimate
choiee of the Executive was transferred from the Senate to the House of
resentatives. This if coupled with the concession of revenue
to the House, without right to amend in the Sm.n would have
thrown a balance of power into the formar assem n{; and, in a:rdsr to
'prerventthis unality, & provision was mads, words used in
stitution of Hmchnsetta, that the Senate mi ht Propose or copcur wit.h
ameudmen as on other bills. With this tion the restriction of the
for raising revenme to tha House ot resentatives
pa.saed with but two dissentient votes." (Vol. 2, pp. 281-223.)

“A'Igl i this provision sho learly that a bill for appropriating
e e ws clear] a or a;
mon: ginate in the Senate.’ Y
e on.ly authority quoted as directly asserting the view now taken by
%“H“lﬁ)mm ﬂc.knr Blackstone (vol. 1, p. 185) and note in appen-
“The first reference we find to be a discussion, not of this clanse of the
Conatitut:lon, butof the equality of representation tn t'he te, and, tak
togeﬁmr, does not sustain the position for which it is It- reads thus:
**As Btates,then, Rhode Island and Delaware are enti manequalweisht
in council on all occasions where that weight does not impose a burden upon
the other States in the Union. Now, as the relation between taxation and
representation in one branch of the
standard, and as that branch of the ture possesses
of originating bills on the subject of revenne, the undue
States is against effectually in the im tion
other cases their interestsas Statesare equaland
the Confederate government. Thiscould no way beso nﬂ
as in giving them weight in the second branch of
the Executive, whose ov'lnca it is tomake
M.y somewhere the Union could not, lmder any b
red as an equal alliance between The d].spulty which mnsk

have tm-anued hadthea q.'ot mprmnuﬁonbwn the same in the
mthetgt?ﬁo: omewoulﬂ hsﬂhommchuhohmmhmitmdths

most bnstugdﬂpendm Iean
zﬁudthis in the Consti ﬁonumottheha‘mmtrdw "Z
t:aiig-ula to cement the Union equally with any other provision that

“On 261 is a discussion of the ggwerhooin money, and in a note the
the annotator is shown to eonmrytothepmﬂeeottheﬁov

history. ‘We give it in full. Speaking of the bill which

or col ntthem‘.nt.heuym
or for any other by whicha

for t
Bouae of Representatives.
ea*ta

for
Hintali ted in the Senate. The reason for the acqui-
escence of House o! tatives on these occasions bably was
that no ravanua was in’ to be drawn to the Government by these ]a
henms(,hn . & revenus is raised
}.[int. (2 g % 1

bythesctesh
equal to one-half per
the Mint for emimgu,nndhthemotthohﬂlformb]hhin%
Poat-Oﬂm.them beuomomﬁodﬂubtthatitupemtmasaremue Wy
mdthatmsveryemﬂdmhlnam ount.’
“To ever, the same author's view of the clause now under con-
dmtinn,wequotehim
deviation in the
has been

of this para
Constitution of the United States from that of Great
th a decided advantage and superiorlty on the part of the former.
We shall perhaps discover, before we dismiss the comparison between them.
that%detmnﬂmtmmmdmwof:mmﬂonwthommmof _
“*The axclmnm

vileges of the House of Commons and of our Hmmaof
Representa some small variations, are the same. The relates
to money bﬂl.s, whjchnoamendmentinpermitbedtobemu!sbyﬁmﬂoum
of Lo:-ds. modified by our Constitution so as to give the Senate a concurrent
right in every respech except in the power of oriﬁllmlng them, and this
tﬂ % ples—the Senatorsnot bein, ed from their

&emlnstva rn*ivil and i.n ths rapmaent—
atives of the ong chosen in mbers
of the other ouaa.no good reason eo 'be edw theysbould not
Izg,ge a t;om& on f.he several parts of the revenune as on the whole

en er.'

“Without extendinge:hese guotations further, we ma{hsafe}y say, not only
that the legal auth sustain the position taken by the managers on
part of the Sena between

te, but many of them pomt out also the ty
our Government and that from which this restriction was borrowed, and
that the provision is a remnant of English law and custom not in harmony
with our institutions.
“The grant of the power of amendment was a surrender of the whole
or power of amendment has no limit. If the House prqposes
tax at one rate, the Benate may amend to another—lesser or greater. To
any bill for raising revemue they % add amendments which increase or
burdens; w. snl.ect new objects of tamtion. or omit those pro-

by tha Honae If. they increase salaries pm'lntions. taxa-
be necessary to pay them if the Hcm.se mcnr
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to repeal the in tnx.mmmbesaidtﬁmthutothmhrmmyhe
nec: 01? mawl:gt bet Isthe power to depend upon such a contingency?
1t so, Aﬂwhere does thm limitation slm;t:;l o AAEN

(k)nm axercias on 1:] W ‘Bd mch
g?ryihem into eﬂect,g)it reascmable to say t when

ATe necessa

one bmnnhr{af Congress claims any ﬁvww t.o tha exclusion of ﬂm other

branch that exclusion should be as p written as an express grant of

power? Brought to that test it will find such exclusion of the
wer to repeal a law in the words * nllhi]]n fnr raising revenue shall orig-
te in the House of Representatives,’

* Looking at the origin and history of this clause, at the constant and un-
questioned practice under it in the passage of so many laws which may affect
revenue, at the preponderance of legal authority in construing it, and at the
manifest difference between the structure and powm of our Government
and those of the British Government, upon whose practice t.his distinction is
sought to be established, we can not am: bt that the Eenate had the power to
originate the bill which has given rise to this questlon; and, so considering,
we do not think further conference necessary.

[Congressional Globe, Forty-first Congress, third session, part 8, p. 1873 £,
March 2, 1871.] -

ANTHRACITE COAL.

Affirmed by circuit court, northern district of California (98 Fed. Rep., #54).
Also by cirenit court of appeals (100 Fed., 442).
Anthracite coal containing less than cent of fixed carbon not free as
thracite coal not speciall pmﬂded}m ph528.a.ctot.lul
;il 1893’2? but'.: gutm‘ble nnderymagmph 415 of said ¥
I“I?efom the United States General Appraisers at New York, January 17,

In the matter of the protest, 34216 5, of Chas. P, Coles, against the deci-
sion of the collector of customs aEI?L}ancimo as to the rate and amount
of duties chargeable on certain coal, imported per Muskoke, and entered
August 3, 1807,
Oﬁinian by Tichenor, xenem‘l npprstaer
is protest. is against the assessment of duty at 67 cents per ton, under
paragraph 415 of the act of July 24, 1807, upon an im; tion which is de-
seribed in the invoice as *Abercrave best large doub anthracite
conls,” and was returned by the a raiser as ‘‘ Coal con less than 92
per cent of fixed carbon,” the protestant claiming that it isenti to admis-
gion free of duty under par:frsph 523 of said act.
It appears from the report of analysis of the official sample, made by the
mminer of drugs at the port of SBan that the merchandise
tion contained: Ash, 2.08 per cent; moisture, 1.17 per cent; volatile me
7.08 per cent, and fixed carbon, 80.72 cent.
It is disputed by the p yrotestant ttheunloonhinedlauﬂunmper
eent of fixed carbon. contentlﬂn is to the aﬁm thn:, asant.hraei‘w
is provided for €0 nomine ?a ph 623, and is
ph 415 of the new tariff act, tha ﬂrst man rovision oﬂm-nih.
ghe partment provisions in the tw M are as follows:
5. Coal, bitaminous, and cnrn leus tha.n @« peroent
%E ug;;;d cm-hon. and shale, 67 cents per ton of 28 bi to the
-
“Par. 523. Coal, anthracite, not specially pr nvidul for in tl:l.isa.ct..“
Properly construed, the provision last quoted ex pt.s from duty only
such nnt.h.ramtecoaluswntainsm r cent or more of fixed carbon, asthe
wision ecited in paragraph 415 clearly applies to all anthracite coal con-
aining less than m]perwm of fixed carbon. In other words, the two pro-
paraphrased so as to read:
Coal, bi*nminous, and shale, and all anthracite and other coals

taining less than® per cent of ﬁxed ca.rbun, &7 cents ton,” ete.

mbr;%r‘gs.m anilracite, containing @2 wl::rmme of fixed

This interpretation of the language of the 'provillon.n manifestly
the intention of the framers of the act and renders it look
elsewhere for the legislative intent. However, a comparison of the corre-
a‘pondin&pmvimons of pmvions tariff acts emphasizes this view of the pur-
pose of the Ooni;reaa in the ?

Paragraphs 318} and 441 of the tariff act of August 28, 1504, contained these
pmﬁsions respecting coals:

tntuminous‘ and shale, 40 cents per ton.” .
* Coal, anthracite (fre

The language respec ug bituminons coal and shale is substantially the
same (except as to rate of uty) as was used in the different tariff wt.a far
back at least as June 50, 1864, and that relating to anthracite coal den
with that in the different general tariff acts the act of July 14, 1870, in
which it was transferred from the dntmble to the free list.

If the framers of the present act had notintended any change with respect
to coals other than in the dutiable rate, they would doubt.losa have ndo-pted
t.‘ha descri ve ianpﬁnge of the previous acts, in accordance with the ‘.unﬁ

her words, if no change was intended, why ad
ph 415, the radieally different lﬂn%u&g'e, “and all conls conta n{
wﬂn 92 per cent of fixed carbon,” in ;ph 523, the importan
words “not ally rovided for in eenleaf v,
rich, 101 U. 8., 251} protestant's contention could not be
ess these new pnwimons were treal A8 1

By reference to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, under date of June 80, 1897
(pp. 2»{96—3502‘- it will be scen that the proposition to impose a duty of 67 cents

T ton on “all coals containing 9 per cent of fixed earbon™ was expressly

tended to cover anthracite coal. e discussion (in which Senators ALLi-
BON, Allen, VEsT, White, PERKINS, and others Eﬁ.:d onpued) was with that
distinct understanding, as clearly appears from followin, ax%

**Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I understand this pmpomf t, it
makes an entire revolution in the taxation upon coal. It putsanthracite coal
upon_the dutiable ].ist, although o cursory m:nlnat!un of the paragraph
would not leave that i g::ﬂnon I have not the amendm: berfom me, but
my recollection of it is here is a daty of BT cents all bhituminous
coal, and all coal having less than @ per cent of carbon, w. would include
anthracite coal.

*“Mr. ALLISON. On coal containing less than 92 per centof carbon the
duty proposed is 67 cents per ton.

r. VEsT. That puts a duty nupon anthracite onnl Mr. President, I w'ish
to inqnnu if I may respectfully, why this d is im:
the statistics of imports and exports, we exported from t.h.iscon.n
717,248 worth of anthracite ,and we im in all wurth
should like to inquire, if we e:ported from the ommtry mnrly $6,000,000
worth of anthracite and brought in about £350,000 worth, why we should put
this duty upon anthracite coal®"
The protest is overruled, and the assessment of duty affirmed.

COLES V. COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS FOR PORT OF S8AN FRANCIBCO.
[Cireuit court of appeals, ninth cireunit, February 5, 1900.]
No.5%0. Customs duties—Classification—Anthracite coal.

Anthracite coal, containing less than 92 centum of fixed carbon, is
within of pnmgmph 415 of the act of 1897, which imposes
gfd&ty on “coal, tﬁlﬁno%& nattll;}lltc:onla oont.t;i;zingdleusthmw rmtum

mrbcm.“ an not en o free en under
includes ** coal, anthracite, ni mgded .for

lint,w an ot specially p:
ppeul!‘romthacircu!tmurtotthel]nited States for the northern dis-
of California.
8 V. Smith for a
B. Woodwo

), for a;

ct .
ent gfe the cir-
of United States
of anthracite coal imported from Wales into
egarh::; San Francisco, which contained “*less than 92 per cent of
fix ** was subj ecttoduuf'utthamteofﬁ'fﬂentsperton.asvﬁonded
by paragrap ﬂﬁorthea.ctof yﬁi.lw entitled * .&nscttoogro e reve-
nue for the Governmen encourage the indus the United
States™ (30 Stat., 153—1&)} as the “Dingley tariff act.”

on.l known
The contention of the ap;;ellnnt. is thnt the decision of the appraisers and the

judgment of the circuit court afﬁrm.ingitaraemnaousm : That anthra-
cite coal is to be admitted free under ph 623 Btat., 107). It is
admﬂtndthntthecualinqumuontsanthmcig:;ndm less than 92 per
cent fixed carbon. The paragraphs read as follows:

“(415) Coal, bitumin and all coals con less than 92 per cent of

carbon, and shale, 67 cents per ton of 28 80 to the

bushel.” “(528) Coal, anthracite, not ded for in this act.™

The and plain mean.ing of t eae pnrsgm‘pha would seem to leave
no doubt as to their ri materia

e of butone meaning. gmﬁs n a duty for alil:%ouls

less than 92 per cent ﬂxeduar ere is no exception stated,

erence made to other;n-ovi.sionn of the act. Thereisno ambiguity

& tydi:dtfheh tﬁ:‘e " isphcedonth?ahrfﬁ lil;t. but L back to
Trovl orin

Epechly hich includes rathracite) that

the two iﬂmperc;gtorx °3§shfdmmmm jected into eith btea-
twm ] 0 Wo! Ve e, elther
make e th each other. Itisa rule
as to admit of but one
tion. Itis never allowable
tation. To
e used would, in fact, be an unjusti-
assum lative powar
It is the d.u'by of court, where the is free from doubtor un-
certainty, to e itself to the words of }.aglalutlw body that enacted
the law, without adding anything thereto or subtracting anything there-
These general principles are too well settled to requlra m‘ﬁlmfm
tof.tnnumerons authorities npon this subject. If applicable to the present
case, it naeemarﬂy follows that the jndgment of the circunit court was cor-
rect. But the learned co for appellant has ingeniously and ably at-
tacked this poaiﬂon. and, in appv.rent ca.ndor and with t earnestness,
e, e et Iy B S & that th 16 Comaiva meahed B S et
appsren e conclusions reac e Cco
are mln.‘ifea‘tl and con ti:m la: intm:lt of
paming the act in qnmtaon. 1t would, in for the
tive body to so frame a actas to vent any controve rsy as to
its It is alwaya to “pick
Bt Wit fx it fee 10 u‘i““ s sl 11 s reteil 36 el
meant w or e e, it is reasonahle
that different la Would have been used

DEUAZS WOu. {Inre Wise (C. O)SBFed

448 445.) It is sometimes difficult to answer tlmsa suggestions. o fact is

thsgt oo%tuhs.is todoao,beenusethedutyureomintham:n&-
tk)n (o] p.“ﬂhﬂld

ﬁ words u,sed in the statute witiou.t attempting to use ﬁler WO?EB to

bring sense into it.
ty, doubt, or uncertainty. or whers
eonsistent

In all cases where there is any am
itiamdentthntthelimalmun f.hswordsusedwanld
direc hinh the fram-
Im;ltuda isallowed in their

mmtha pol c{vj hgect. and
ition of a statute the

in view in

tion. rule is uni the exposi

of the lawmaker Enﬂ om tha literal sense of the terms,
and its reasun and intention prevail over the strict letter. When the
words are not explicit the intention is to be collected from the context, from
the am-.ndon and necessity of the lnws, from the mischief and the remedy in
view; and the intention is to be taken or presumed according to what is con-
sonant with sound reason and judicia ldiacmtmn. But courts are not author-

ized to trary to t of the words
arbitrarily

to imagine an intent con ordinary meanin,
and then seek to bind the letter g tll:.&act to that intent

t, guage of the act for the purpose
1taxpmauchinmn p

mmmsd ties imposed by theta.rfﬂactmmﬂedandutznsive.

cover a t va of articles classified under differen
he:&. It often ha; t in ce pa phs there are certain 'mj::ed
articles named, damri t:tfein their general ¢ . and in other parts of
the a.et- there are other paragraphs containing other deseriptions which
they stood alone, be sufficient to cover the same articles that are in

m phs, either generally or ¥ described. In the light
condition of affairs, a Eg nt & e: that the words * con-
ta{njnglmt.hnnﬂ r centum of fixed carbon,” ph 415, are not a
npet:l.ﬂo d “ﬁnfeawﬂ tion of any kind of coal, and cites nut.hon to the effect t.h.nt
designated by a specific name, anda.dutg }i;losad
mch name, general terms in another part of the act, althong!
broad to comprehend such article, n‘m not s&)phmhle to it,and wntandsthxh
inasmuch as anthracite coal is r.{n ted by name in paragraph
523, it should be admitted free of duty, without regnrd to the guestion whether
it contains more or less than 92  per cent of fixed carbon, and that paragraph
415 should therefore be read: “All oonlsconmn.mg leas than 92 per cent of
fixed carbon, except anthracite coal, must pay dat
m‘“’"”“m"é‘“‘ e e Mm"“ﬁ?“’?a‘ﬁ““?éf “’“m‘“"? Toaifcation.
“an CA withouw cn

the free list.” Bat the fact is that it E-; notgsgad Znt.hmitao%ml
is, it is true, specifically named; but it is to 'headmlttad free, subject to the

ciau.se, “not apociﬁmlly mded forinthisact” Thismateriall
ise be attributed to it if this qu.ll!.g

cation had not been u.dded t homvor argues that the added
words do not modifiy " and that there are no other
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wvisions in the act specially providing for *anthracite " b? name. Itisnot
sgonjed that anthracite is coal, and that the wo “allcoal " in peragraph 415
would, if standing alone, without reference to paragraph 528, include anthra-
cite coal; but thisis met by the statement of appellant that, in order to make
the respective paragraphs harmonize from his standpoint. the words ** except
anthracite ** must be injected into paragraph 415, ut, if the courtcan not
geo its way clear to amend that paragraph as mgﬁmt counsel claims that
the words in mirt?ph 523, “* not specially provided for in this act,” should
be either omitted from the act or entirel dfsneguded by the court,in order
that that paragraph might fully harmo with paragraph 415 as amended
in the manner contended for by him.

‘We are asked to disregard these words because it may be that they were
glmply thrown in, as wes said by the Supreme Court in Smythe v. Figke (=
Wn}]l 881; 23 1. Ed.,49), “outof abundant caution,” and that there was nothing
for the sentence tooperate on, because anthracite coal wasnotspecifically men-
tioned or provided for by any other paragraph or section of the act. “all
coal " were not comprehensive enough to include anthracite as well as any
other kind of coal, whether specifically named or not, appellant's position
might be sustained, but we are mawilling to give a construction to the
act, becanse it would necessarily imply that mj:‘t)%rew did notunderstand the

lain meaning of the words *'all coal” contai the Jm.mﬁmph in ques-
Eion. The words “out of abundant caution,” as in Smythe v. Fiske,do
not imply that thesentence * not otherwise provided for ’ should be discarded
in the &tarpretation of the different pamgrale or sections of the act; but,
on the contrary, the opinion of the court clearly shows that the sentence must
% ‘ﬁiven effect, and t its meaning should be interpreted in accordance

the ltgl.alstivn intent. X
The opinion, in so far as it is applicable to this case, tends strongly to sup-
port the views we have expr . There the question under consideration
was whether the duty on silk neckties was to be governed by the eighth

section of the su mental act of June 80, 1884, or by the provisions of the
acts of 1861 and 1862, The last clause of the eighth section of the act of 1584
reads as follows: “On all manufactures of silk or of which is the com-

nent material of chief value, not otherwise provided for.” The circuit
}):d.go held that silk neckties came within the last clause of the eighth sec-
tion of the act of June 30, 1864, unless the words '‘not otherwise provided
for” excluded them from it, and brought them within the acts of 1861 and
1862, which provided for a less duty, and instructed the jury that this phrase
referred, not to the preceding part of the eighth section of 1864, but to the
prior acts of 1861 and 1862. The Supreme Court said:

“We agree with him as to the comprehensive character of the previous
part of the seawnce.ifunggaliﬂ but we dissent from his second proposi-
tion. To the latter we think thereis a conclusive answer. The object of the
statute was to increase the duties before im upon the things which

it embraces. The title and the context alike show this. The ing part
of the eection contains a very full enumeration of articles of , both manu-
fact and unmanufactured. It wasevidently intended to be exhaustive.

The last clause scems to have been added, as it is not unusual in such cases,
out of abundant eaution, t nothing might escape. Hence the phrase ‘not
otherwise provided for® was in’ and meant to apply, not to preceding
acts which may not have been present to the mind of the timftsm.n.n. and to
which there was no necessity to recur, but to the preceding enumeration in
the same section, which is supplemented. The section, thus construing this
claunse, covers the wholesubject of silk in all its variety of forms. It waseom-
plete in itself. There was no need to refer genera f or specially to any
prior act.”” (Bee also Movius v. Arthur, 85 U. 8., 144, 147, 24 L. Ed., zﬂ}, Solo-
mon v. Arthur, 102 U. 8., 208, 212, 26 L. Ed., 147.) [

The clause in question is made in the present case absolutely clear by add-
ing, perhaps out of abundant cautica, the words *in this act," so that no con-
tentgi could possibly be made that it applied to any other act.

There is another canon of construction, which, if strictly observed, leads
with unerring certainty to the conclusion that the mn.qx%gha in question
mean just what the hngmge thereof naturally imports. * The intention of
the lawmakers is the law.” There are different methods of arriving at this
intention. A comparison of former legislation n&on the same subject may
‘be made for the purpose of ascertaining whether the general object and pur-
D e views Sxpramed Iy the sastbers of 00 iy he Gansatned
to, an e views & members o ngress may be exam

B:i? nestion, if it is involved in an

h rpose of shedding light upon the
gggi:n{rigl doub?;. The cﬁ‘%ui% wmp_a in re Coles (ﬁi Fed., 854 956), review
at length the statutes relative to duty on coal from 1789 up to the passage of

the Dingley Act of July 24, 1897. Reference to this n shows that pre-
vious to the act of July 14, 1870 (16 Stat., 258, 266), which was an act to reduce
internal taxes, and for other pu *coal, anthracite,” has never been
specifically mentioned in any tariff act. For over eighty years it had been
subject to duty as other coal. the act of 1870 **coal, anthracite,” was
laced on the free list; and with the exception of the act of June 6, 1872 (17
tat., 250), where no mention is made of anthracite, it a rs in the various
subsequent acts on the free list as “coal, anthracite.” It had been on the
free list for over twenty years prior to the passage of the Dingley Act, under
considergtion. It thusal tively appears that the language used in para-
ph 415 of the act in question is, as stated by the circuit court, **a departure
ff-@ revious sections of the law upon this subject,and distinetl;

that of all
)\]vl’idas t]?nt all coals containing less than 92 per cent of fixed earbon sho
E;Datlx_zfectwadutyot 67 cents per ton.” The same view was taken by the
general apprai

sers:
“1f the framersof the present act had not intended any with respect
to coals, other than in the dutiable rate, they would doubtless adopt the
descriptive language of the previous acts, in accordance with the long-estab-
lished usage. mther wordt_’-:. if no change was intended, wh{nsdd, in para-
ph ﬂ.&.tthgxglxdéigauy {dxi}ﬁa,renéhianmage, ‘mid 632131 m conta i::g less than

r cent of carbon,’ an paragrap] e important qualifyi

ds, ot specially provided for In this act?’ (Greenleaf v, Goodrich, 101
U. 8., 281; 25 L. Ed.,845.) The protestant’s contention could not be sustained
unless these new provisions were treated as meaningless.”

The board also referred to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, under date of
June 80, 1897 (volume 30, part 2, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session, p. 2146),
from which it clearly appears that the imposition of the duty at 67 cents per
ton on “all coal containing less than 92 per cent of fixed carbon™ was ex-
pressly intended by the lawmakers to cover anthracite as well as bitumi-
nous coal,

“ Mr, VEST. Mr. President, as I understand this pro?oaed amendment, it
makes an entire revolution in the taxation npon coal. It putsanthracite coal
upon the dutiable list,a!thouﬁ:a cursory examination of the paragraph would
notleave thatimpression. Ihavenottheamendment beforeme, but myrecol-
lection of it is that there is a duty of 67 cents E}:m all bituminous coal, and
all cost having less than 92 per cent carbon, which would include anthracite

* Mr. ALLISON. On coal containing less than 92 per cent of fixed carbonm,
the duty proposed is 67 cents a ton. i

“Mr. Vvss'r. That puts a duty upon anthracite coal.”

From whatever legal standpoint that can bly be taken, under any
authorized rules of construction of the provisions of the Dingley Act, the
conclusion is irresistable that Congress in t the respective para-

graphs should be read just as they are written: and, so read, they are not
s0 tible of any other construction than that first given in this opinion.

But there is still another point, pressed by ag)pel
fidence, that demands notice. The court below found
“All curfoea of coal whatever, including all cargoes of anthracite coals as
they come from the mine, or are ed or imported in ships or dealt in com-
me lly, contain less tLap 92 per cent of fixed earbon, although sample
lumps for custom-house, picked at random from such imported cargoes,
have averaged as high as #4 per cent in fixed carbon.”

And it is claimed that under such facts it would convict Congress of an
absurdity to hold that it meant that no anthracite coal should ba admitted
free, and that such would be the effect if the pm;:fgraphs are interpreted
according to their plain meaning. The finding relied upon was not upon the
material question involved in this proceeding.
as to the percentage of fixed carbon which tga cargo of eoal in question con-
tained, e court found that it wasless than 92 per centof fixed carban. Not-
withstanding the testimony offered in this particular case,and which was to
some extent conflicting, we must presume that Congress acted intelligently,
with full knowledge of all the facts; for it wonld be absurd for the court

sume that Congress did not know what it was doing when it passed the
act in question.
it be true, asappellant claims, that no anthracite coal exeeeds per centum
on which the auty is imposed. then the argunment here made should be ad-
dressed to Congress instead of to the courts. We do not make the law, nor
have we any right to amend it; and it is not within onr grovince to question
its wisdom, policy, or expediency. These are matters that belong to an en-
tirely separate department of the Government. Our duty is accomplished
when we judicially de e the interpretation of the language used by the
l.nwmnknég ﬁower. The judgment of the circuit courtisaflirmed. with costs.
(Coles v. Collector of Customs for port of San Francisco, 100 Fed. Rep., p. 442.)

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS.

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$25,000 to enable the Director of the Census to collect and report
to Congress the statistics of and relating to marriage and divorce
in the several States and Territories and in the District of Colum-
bia, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropria-
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations,
and ordered to be printed.

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment relating to
the compilation and publication of a complete rosterof the officers
and enlisted men of the Union and Confederate armies, intended
to be proposed gﬁllum to the legislative, executive, and judicial
gpr%gﬁaﬁon ; which was referred to the Committee on

inting.

Subsequently Mr. JONES of Arkansas reported the foregoin
amendment from the Committee on Printing favorably, and move
thatit bereferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed;
which was agreed to.

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 11576) granting permission to
Capt. B. H. McCalla and others to accept presents and decorations
tendered tothem by the Emperor of Germany and others; which
was referred to the Committee on Foreign tions, and ordered
to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to aﬁmpriate £5,000
to pay De B. Randolph Keim for services rendered in connection
with the compilation of ‘A Pmnou.ncingﬂ(}azetteer and Geograph-
ical Dictionary of the Philippine Islands of the United States of
America,” intended to be proposed by him to the general defi-
ciency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$1,000 to purchase portraits of the late Senators Allen G. ?l'hur-
man and Signon Cameron, intended to be proposed by him to the
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment proposing to increase the
appropriation for the salary of the United étahes consul at Syd-
ney, Nova Scotia, from $1,500 to $2,000 per annum, intended to

roposed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation
; which, with the accompanying paper, was ordemcf to be
printed and referred to the Committee on Foreign relations.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$150,000 for improving the harbor of San Luis d’Apra, island of
Gunam, intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and
ordered to be printed.

REGULATION OF TRUSTS OR CORPORATIONS,

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (8. 6659)
for the regulation of trusts or corporations engaged in interna-
tional or interstate commerce be printed to the extent of a thou-
sand copies, to be put in the document room for the use of Sena-
tors.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

The controlling question was

be
bil

MARY T. ULLMAN,

Mr. KEEAN submitted the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent

Expenses of the Senate:
Resolved, That the SBecre of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized
and directed to pay to Mary T. Ullman, only child of Vincent , late a
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carpenter in the Senate of the United States, a sum equal to six months’

salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of demise, said sum

to be considered as including fun
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS.

A message from the President of the United States by Mr. B. F.
BARNES, one of his secrectaries, announced that the President had
on the 12th instant approved and signed the following acts and
joint resolution: 3 e

An act (S. 2935) granting a pension to Joanna Rommel;

An act (S. 3212) granting a pension to Ellen A. Sager;

An act (8. 4355) aunthorizing the issnance of a patent to the
county of Clallam, State of Washington;

5 xlilrlx act (S. 4454) granting an increase of pension to John D.
ullivan;

An act (S. 5321) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Geyer;

An act (S. 5913) granting a pension to Cherstin Mattson; and

A joint resolution (8. R. 57) relating to military badges.

The message also announced that the President of the United
States had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 4083) for
the relief of Surg. John F. Bransford, United States Navy.

EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous daf

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, before the resolntion is pre-
sented, I desire the attention of the Senate for a moment.

As a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, it has de-
volved upon me to call the attention of the Semate to the bill
kmown as the militia bill. Inthe interest of the T considera-
tion and advancement of that important measure I desire to ask
unanimous consent that the bill known as the militia bill may be
taken up to-morrow immediately after the routine business of the
morning hour, and that a vote may be taken upon the bill and
the pending amendments on the 20th day of January, a week
from to-day, at 11 o’clock in the morning. - -

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I did not hear the request.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin
asks unanimons consent that to-morrow, after the routine busi-
ness is completed, the bill known as the militia bill may be taken
up for consideration, and that on the 20th day of January—the
CElairkunderstood the Senator from Wisconsin to say at 11
o'clock——

Mr. %UARLES. I will change the hour to 1 o’clock.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And that on the 20th day of
January, at 1 o'clock, a vote may be taken without further de-
bate uléon the bill and all pending amendments and amendments
then offered. Is there objection?

Mr. QUAY. I object for the present, Mr. President. One
reason for objecting is that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORARER]
has given notice that immediately after the conclusion of the
routine business to-morrow he will proceed to address the Senate
on the statehood bill.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I would not allow that to
stand in the way of the consideration of the militia bill. I can
gﬁeak after 2 o’clock just as well. I think it is important that

e militia bill should be considered, and I am very anxious to
have it disposed of if we can agree upon a time for voting.
The morning hour will ibly be occupied otherwiss anyw:ii
I gave the notice that at the close of the morning business I wo
desire to address the Senate, if it is agreeable.

Mr. QUAY. The difficulty is that the regular order is to pro-
ceed at 2 o'clock to-morrow.

expenses and all other allowances.

Mr. FORAKER. What is the re order?
Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Minnesota.
Mr. FORAKER. I have negotiated with the Senator from

Minnesota, and he has agreed that it would be no discourtesy to
him, if he has not concluded by that time, if I should take the
floor at that hour. S ;

Mr. gUAY. Then I withdraw my objection, Mr, President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as is well known to Senators, by
reason of the debate that has been had upon this bill, there is no
objection to the bill on this side of the Chamber so far as it relates
to the organization of the militia. On the contrary, we are all of
us in favor of it and wounld be glad to have the bill to-day.

The bill contains a provision for the creation of that which tge
Senator from Wisconsin himself aptly and properly terms as an
adjunct to the Regnlar Army. To that there is very serious ob-
jection, and there are a number of Senators on this side who de-
sire to be heard. It is impossible, in view of the condition of the
business and of the number of measures which are pressing for
consideration, to be able to say what time can be given between
now and the 20th to enable them to be thus heard; and if it is the
purpose of the majority to insist that the militia bill shall carry
with it this provision, which relates exclusively to the Regular
Army, I must object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

Mr. BACON. I do not object to so much of the request as re-
lates to the consideration of the bill, but I do object to that part
of it which groposes to fix a time for the vote so long as the
twenty-fourth section is in the bill.

Mr. QUARLES. Then I ask nnanimous consent that the bill
known as the militia bill may be taken up to-morrow morning
immediately after the routine business of tge Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin
asks unanimous consent that immediately on the conclusion of
the routine morning business to-morrow morning the militia bill
may be taken up for consideration.

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to know whether that is to the exclu-
sion of the ar order when 2 o’clock arrives?

The P. ENT pro tempore. It is not.

Mr. QUARLES. Oh, no; not at all.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business holds

its hE}_la.c:e

. ALDRICH. I should like to make another reservation,
which I am sure the Senator from Wisconsin will not object to,
that it shall not interfere with the consideration of a revenue bill.
I have reason to believe that the House may pass a bill to-day
which will be here some time in the course of the day; and if
80, it probably will be reported back to-morrow morning by the
Committee on Finance, and if we can secure the attention of the
Senate it will be passed possibly in the morning hour.

Mr. COCKRELL. at bill is that?

Mr. ALDRICH. A revenue bill from the House.

Mr. QUARLES. If that emergency shounld arise, I will say to
the Senator that there will be no objection to its consideration.

Mr. ALDRICH. I take it for granted.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, Idesire to make a parliamentary
inquiry. What is the effect, so far as it relates to other business,
of this nnanimous-consent agreement? The point I desire to ask
the Chair for information upon is this: If unanimons consent
shall be given that the bill shall be taken up at the time men-
tioned by the Senator from Wisconsin, does that confine the Sen-
ate necessarily to the consideration of the bill during that morn-
ing hour and suncceeding morning hours, to the exclusion of the
consideration of other questions?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only during that morning

hour.

Mr. BACON. Buf during that morning hour it does?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. '

Mr. BACON. In other words, if consent is given and the or-
der is made, during the morning hour immediately after the con-
clusion of the routine business this bill will be in order, and no
other business will be in order until 2 o’clock?

Mr. HOAR. Unless this bill is sooner disposed of in the mean-

time, .
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, of course; if it is dis-

posed of.

Mr. BACON. Then I shall object. I wish the Senator from
‘Wisconsin to understand that I do not object to his calling the
bill up at any time when other business of the Senate can prop-
erly be displaced by it, but I doobject to an order which will give
it the exclusive right of way during the morning hour.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

Mr. QUARLES. Then, Mr. President, I desire to move that
the bill known as the militia bill shall be taken up for considera-
tion to-morrow immediately after the routine business, to occupy
the morning hour to-morrow.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator allow the
Chair to suggest that the motion be made to-morrow morning.
Otherwise it would make it a special order.

Mr. ALDRICH. I sunggest to the Senator to give notice.

Mr. QUARLES. Then I give notice that to-morrow morning
I ghall move to take up the bill known as the militia bill im-
mediatelﬂ' after the routine business. :

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will sup-
plement that notice by the further notice that he will make a
similar motion on every morning, subject, of course, to the right
of a ;opria.ﬁon and revenue bills, until the measure is dis-

of.

Mr. QUARLES. That is my purpose, Mr. President.

Mr, TILLMAN, Mr. President, I should like to make a par-

liamen inguiry.

The Ih’il{ESI‘li)EgT tempore. The Senator will state it.

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Vest resolution, which is the pending
business, should go over to-day because of the lack of completion
of discussion on it, would it be handed to the Senate to-morrow
as the regular order, which could not be displaced except by a
vote of the Senate?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it goes over to-day without
a unanimous-consent agreement that it shall retain its place on
‘the table, it goes to the Calendar.
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Mr. TILLMAN. Without unanimous consent?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without unanimouns consent.

Mr. TILLMAN. Ipunderstoai that; but what I was trying to
reach was the President’s ruling as to whether a Senator who was
speaking, for instance, at 2 o’clock, could resume the floor to-
morrow when the resolution came up. Of course I nnderstand
that under our liberal rules here you can not keep a man from
talking, and if I happen to be speaking on the resolution when
the morning hour expires to-day, I conld just as easily talk on
whatever might be bronght up; I could unbosom myself on the
military bill or any other bill. Therefore I am not so anxious
about getting an opportunity to be heard. I simply wanted to
know whether I could talk on some subject that was relevant or
whether I shonld be compelled to address the Senate when some
subject which was irrelevant was under consideration.

ANTHRACITE COAL.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate a resolution coming over by unanimous consent from a
previous day, which will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. VEST on the
5th instant, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to

report a bill amending ** An act to %:jnde revenue for the Government and

re and

courage the industries of the ted States,” approved July 24, 1807, so
mgthetagieﬂdnt%’%nllhemoved from anthracite coal and t,l':a same be
placed on the free list.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on
the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to
refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I yield to the Semator from
Towa [Mr. DOLLIVER], who desires to make some remarks on the
resolution.

Mr. DOLLIWER., Mr. President, I have not desired to get
entangled in this controversy, and would have avoided it it
not been for some observations made on yesterd,agrjby the hon-
orable Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], ch, it seems
to me, require a little attention and an alppropnate reply.

The Senator from Tennessee—whom I do not now see in the
Chamber, although he was here a moment since— :

Mr. BATE. I do not think my colleagne has been here this

morning.

Mr. I§LACKBURN. Yes, he was here; and he will be in the
Chamber again in a few minutes.

Mr. DO&IVER. I have asked that he be sent for.

The Senator from Tennessee, quoting, I think, from a speech of
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], has made a
very interesting and curious attack upon the Secretary of the
Treas

1 aﬂot one of those who lock for very much relief from the
coal famine through any action which Co: may take in re-
spect of the alleged duty on anthracite A person in this
city who has seen his coal bill rise to $12 a ton has difficulty in
gefting up either zeal or enthusiasm for a scheme of relief that
proposes a remission of a duty of 67 cents. However, under all
the circnmstances of the case, I do not doubt the c‘ﬁmety of re-
storing, at least for the time being, the law as to as it stood
up to 1897, thongh I am very far from agreeing with those who
think or with those who have said that the provisions of the pres-
ent law were sneaked into the bill of 1897 in any underhand or
covert way whatever. ‘ :

The thing about the coal traffic that has impressed me more
than anything else is the fact that when others were indifferent
and careless and without foresight the head of the executive de-
partment of the Government,long before the shortage arose, with
extraordinary practical wisdom and good sense, forecast the in-
tolerable conditions that were about to be visited upon ouczseople;
and we owe to him more than to anybody else that the fam-
ine, so called, has borne as lightly as it has upon the people of the
United States.

It is to the credit, it a to me, of the Secretary of the
Treasury that he entered into the spirit and purpose of the Presi-
dent for preventing, as far as the executive department might
be able to avert it, such a visitation as has been threatened against
the community; and it seems at least unfortunate that the Sena-
tor from Tennessee should have made the effort of the Secretary
of the Treasury to forward the purpose which has animated the
executive department the occasion foran attack which can hardly
be described as less than absurd in the light of all the facts.

1 find that the Senator from Tennessee has referred to the Sec-
retary of the Treasury in terms which he thinks applicable to the
despots of English and other history, and has alluded to him as a
nullifier of the statutes of the United States in exercising arbi-
trary anthority in his tgeat office.

Now, the facts are that the Secretary of the Treasury has done
nothing that any man of ordinary business prudence under the
same circumstances would not have done.

The act of 1897 made an effort to-define anthracite coal, and I
think an intelligent and proper effort in that direction. The line
of distinction was the amount of fixed carbon contained in the
article called anthracite; and the limit under which the du
should be collected, and above which it should not be collected,
was drawn at 92 per cent of fixed carbomn.

At the time the Secretary of the Treasury took the action which
is complained of, cargoes of coal were being presented at New
York and elsewhere, and the cargo which drew out the order
upon which the Senator from Tennessee has commented had a
very singular history. It had been chemically tested twice by
reputable chemists acting for the ml}omn house and found to
contain 94 per cent of fixed carbon. It had once been tested by
the officers of the Department and found to contain more than 92
per cent. Another test indicated a slight shade under 92. Under
the circumstances the Secretary of the Trewur{’g'ava an order,
directed to the collectors of customs at New York, at Boston, and
at all the coal ports, which, it seems to me, is not only good com-
mon sense, but is so framed as to particularly free him from the
odinm of such charges of despotism and nsurpation as are made
against him by the honorable Senator from Tennessee.

I have here the order of the Secretary of the Treasury, made
under the circumstances which I have described, and I will ask
the Secretary to read it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempors, The Secretary will read as

ra%x:est.ed.
e Secretary read as follows:
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
DIvisIoN oF CUSTOMS,
Washington, October 6, 1502,

indicate thatquite n hrge?}l::nﬂty %t‘o%al is being

Reports

imported. If any portion of this should arrive at ew York,
the Department res every facility afforded for its prompt delivery. So
far as may be, give co: ents of coal the preference over else
and solve all reasonable doubts for the present in favor of the
Very truly, yours,

Hon. N. N, BTRANAHAN,

Collector of Customs, New York City.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iwillsay, Mr. President, that the same order
was delivered to the collectors of customs at all the coal ports of
the United States. I believe the honorable Senator from Ten-
nessee will agree with me that it contains nothing that ought to
hold the Secretary of the Treasuryugdt.:o odious comparisons with
the tyrants of English or Roman history, or other desperately
wicked persons.

Now, while I am upon my feet, Mr. President, T am constrained
to say a few things in reference to matters which have become
subjects of debate here, although they are not strictly pertinent to
a discussion such as is involved in the resolution under consider-
ation.

A very entertaining controversy has grown up about the de-
signsand purposes of Congress, and especially of the late honored
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the Hounse of
Representatives, in respect to the reciprocity treaties based upon
the tariff law of 1897; and I desire to say candidly, because there
are reasons which ought to move everybody to speak with candor,
that I have been dma}:'ynted in the total failure of Congress to
take up, consider, vorably dispose of the pending reciprocity
treaties.

I presume that something of my interest in these treaties arises
from the fact that they were negotiated by one of the most fa-
mous men in the public life of the State which I have the honor
in part to represent here, and I have felt that the attitude of Con-
gress toward these treaties is far from creditable to the Govern-
ment of the United States. We saw the reciprocity treaties of
1890 cast into the sea without a moment’s notice to the ten or fif-
teen foreign countries with whom we had solemnly negotiated
them. We have since, by law, authorized the negotiation of other
treaties, some of which are pending before the Senate and the
House in the present Congress, and we have been so far forgetful
of the high obligation which rests u]ilc:l the Congress of the United
States under the tariff law of 1897, that we have not given to those
solemn g‘ubhc negotiations th];aogoor courtesy of a casnal consider-
ation. I feel sure that everybody who is familiar with the diplo-
matic history of the United States will agree with me that, fol-
lowing the rude cancellation without notice of the reciprocity
treaties of 1890, this negligence and indifference of Congress has
cast still further odium upon the treaty-making power of the
United States.

I will not seek the attention of the Senate as a witness to con-
versations with the dead or with the living, but I may, I think,
be permitted to say that I share with the Senator from Maine
[Mr. Harr] his kindly and generouns feeling toward the memory
of Governor Dingley. The only thing that has depressed me
about it is that, in defending Governor Dingley against the
charge that was made against him, the Senator from %Efm has

MY DEAR S1R:

L. M. SHAW.
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left the impression upon the country that some infamous accusa-
tion had been made against his fair fame. He was charged here
with the hideous crime of having so arranged the tariff schellules
in the law of 1897 as to warrant and permit the negotiation of
reciprocal trade treaties with foreign countries, and he has been
accused, almost in terms of reproach, of having been guilty of
the complex offense of deliberately putting duties up in order
that they might be negotiated down. } -

I do.not intend to indulge in any bearing of testimony as to
Governor Dingley’s views. He left his opinions upon record, and
no man in the history of the United States has left a cleaner or
more honorable record. Buf it is true that in the bill which he
reported from the Committee on Ways and Means, of which at
the time I had the honor to be a veriahumb}.e member, duties
were put up for the express purpose of having them traded down.
I refer expressly to the provision in the House bill reported April
1, 1897, in relation to the sugar duties. I

1t is proper for me to say that Governor Dingley took less in-
terest in the reciprocity aspects of the tariff agitation of that pe-
riod than probabllly anybody else upon the committee.

I had the honor to serve as a member of the subcommittee, of
which Representative Hopkins, of Illinois, was chairman, which
dealt with the reciprocity problems of that period, and in the dis-
cussion of the tariff law of 1897 Governor Dingley very courte-
ously turned over to Mr. Hopkixs the discussion of the reciproc-
ity provisions of the proposed measure. I propose fo read from
aﬁ spee:((:lh of the 22d of March, 1897, by Mr. HopPkins, of Illinois.

e said:

We seek in authorizing the President to suspend the rates of duty, and
that themggon and thereafter there shall be collected a lower duty than the

one in the bill, to make it an object for countries the
articles named in the ﬂm];n.rtof thjsrec.ipromzmﬂ to enter into thess re-
©

cirpmml agreements or ma elgulvnlent- co in favor of the Ig:dum
of our farms and ries which enter their markets. Let me trate.
‘We farnish for Germany to-day her market forbentsng:.r. Millions
of dollars worth of this product, manufactured in Germany, is yearly con-
sumed by American citizens. In framing this hill, in order to raise uuadent
revenue torun the Government and meet all the expenditures that the Ad-
ministration may be called upon to pay, we have im:
duty on r, commencing with 1 cent per pound on

75 degrees g‘y the g)lnri.scopic test and three
cent on every additional degree until we reach degrees, and adding
one-eighth of 1 cent per pound for refined suﬁr. Now, we have provided in
this reciprocity branch of the bill that only #2 per cent of this duty shall be
oonm-.teg from countries importing su, here that enter into reci
agreements with the United States, and we believe that will be a cient
inducement to the German Government to reopen her markets for all of the
products of our farms and factories. :

I will read further from Mr. HopPkins, to show that, so far at
least as some membersof the committee of which Governor Ding-
lei was the chairman were concerned, it was the hope—a hopein
which I myself shared—that these remgmcity provisions which
we inserted in the bill should be enlarged very much beyond the
scope outlined by the report of the committee; for we were
crowded for time. The extra session of Congress was coming on
%ﬁace: we were busy with the details of the various schedules of

e bill, and the great scheme of providing a working reciproci
system was not as fully considered in the committee as we h
it would be considered before the adjournment of that Congress
which had to deal with the bill, So Mr. Hopxins said:

‘We stand for protection first and foremost, and we desire to couple with
that the principle of opening foreign markets for our goods; but the gentle-
man can see that it would not do at all to take all the duty from , be-

cause if we did Germany would furnish usall the sugar that would con-
sumed here, and would destroy the ind in this country. We must have

a maximum and & minimum rate on all ar manufactured and

in this country.

Mr. President, it seems to me to require somebody’s attention
when that homely, sensible, time-tested plan now in ce in
nearly every country in the world, of fixing the rate of duty high
enongh to be made the basis of subsequent reci agreements,
is denounced here in the Senate of the United States as an infamy,
against which the memory of Governor Dingley is to be defandsg‘
I for one at least feel a constraint of conscience to stand here
and say that, in my humble opinion, there is nothing infamous
abont it. It is a scheme that is in practice in every government
of Europe that has a tariff system at all similar toonr own. It
is a system that ought not to be spoken of here as infamous, be-
canse it is at least as important a part of the tariff law of 1897 as
is the duty on coal, for instance. Fortunately we do not have to
pry into the secrets of Governor Dingley’s grave to find out ex-
actly what was in the mind of Congress when the law which
‘bears his great name was passed.

I have here the tariff act of 1897, and I intend to read a section
that Governor Dingley did not put into the bill—a section that
found its way into the bill, I think, in conference after it had

both Houses, although I may be mistaken about that.

hg Ihwant to call attention to section 4 of the tariff act of 1897,
which reads:

SEc. 4. That whenever the President of the United States, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, with a view to secure reciprocal trade
with foreign countries, shall, within the period of two years from and after
the passage of this act, enter into commercial treaty or treaties with any

other country or countries concerning the admission into un{ such coun
or countries of the goods, wares, and merchandise of the United Btates an
their use and disposition therein, deemed to be for the interests of the United
States, and in such treaty or treaties, in consideration of the advantages nc-
cruing to the United States therefrom, shall provide for the reduction dur-
%Weﬂ period, not exceeding five years, of the dutles imposed by
to the extent of not more than 20 per cent thereof, upon such
wares, or merchandise as may be designated therein of the ecoun or
countries with which such treaty or treaties ghall be made as in this sec-
tion vided for; or shall provide for the transfer dur|
the &:&ablo list of this act%o the free list thereof of suc WATres, an
merchandise, ‘beill]zjg the natural products of such foreign country or countries
and not of the United States; or shall provide for the retention upon the free
list of this act during a sgacmad period, not exceeding five years, of such
wares, and merchandise now included in said free list as may be des-
ﬁt@d therein; and when any such treaty shall have been daly ratified by
Senate and approved by Congress, and puoblic proclamation made ac-
odrdingty. then and thereatter tho duties which shall bs collected by the
Uniwg gmtaq upon any of the designated goods, wares, and merchandise
from the foreign conntry with which such treaty has been made shall, dur-
ing the period provided for, be the duties specified and provided for in such
treaty, and none other.

Mr. President, I call attention to the fact that whatever Gov-
ernor Dingley may have said or done the Congress of the United
States did solemnly aunthorize the President to enter into recip-
rocal negotiations with foreign countries for the p of ex-
tending American commerce by the simple expedient of reducing,
not to exceed 20 per cent, the duties assessed by the tariff law, and
if it was infamous for Governor Dingley and if it is a reproach to
his memory to have suggested that such a thing was in his mind
or in the mind of anybody else, what shall be said of the great
body of both Houses of the Congress of the United States? If it
is necessary for learned and able men, honored in the public serv-
ice, to rise in this Chamber to defend the memory of Governor
Dmglegoagainst an infamous charge like that, where is the advo-
cate who shall defend the memory of the Congress of 1897?

I say to you, Mr. President, that that ion of the tariff law
of 1897 is as distinctly a part of the tariff E\&mlicy of the United
States as the coal schedule or any other schedule, and I undertake
to say here that more violence has been done to the protective
system of the United States by the quiet and uncommunicative
failure of the Senate of the United States to take action npon the
treaties which were negotiated under the authority of the act of
1897 than by all the noise that has been made on the other side of
this Chamber about coal or the other so-called extortionsof thelaw.

There is a popular interest in this controversy that is not alto-
g:har represented by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] or

Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CarMack]. For one I stand
for the whole protective policy of the Uni States; the law of
1897, modified as it may be in the wisdom of Congress from time
to time to meet the changing conditions of American business.
It would be a reproach to the statesmanship of the United States
to say that there is no way of changing the tariff schedules of
1897 without a general tanff agitation and hostile explosions on
the subject in the arena of partisan politics. For forty years we
have had no mechanism for changing the tariff in detail except
by a swing of the pendulum toward the material ruin involved in
the threat of Democratic free trade. Our whole tariff system has
already, at least once, been worn out for the want of repairs, un-
til at last its enemies captured the citadel of anthority and over-
threw it in the midst of panic and disturbance from which no
branch of American business was able to escape.

{‘t }vas in 1‘.112t mmtc!ll Oftthe Iataa?rgidergd of thfe htlrsnited S!:ates—d
and I speak not without person owledge of his purpose an
of his convictions—that we had at last reached a period when the
protective system, as a system, was without organized opposition
anywhere in the United States, and I feel sure that I do not mis-
represent his purposes and his convictions when I say that he
looked fomrg to the gradual extension of American commerce,
not by hostile agitation of the tariff question, but by a quiet and
orderly extension of the princisula of reciprocit‘i', remitting duties,
from time to time, that could be , and gathering in the
commercial good will of all of the great countries of the world;
and if his last public appearance before the American people and
before mankind had any gignificance at all it meant that the
future of American commerce depends in a large measure upon the
gradual readjustment of those tariff schedules of 1897 which are
no longer needed fo give our own industries a fair and profitable
footing in our own market place.

I do not intend, having been all my lifetime a disciple of Mr.
Blaine and nearly all my lifetime a follower of William McKinley—
I do not intend to sit quiet in this Chamber while it is said to be
infamous that anybody should have the notion that a tariff sched-
ule once framed could not be honorably modified by sensible
trade negotiations with the world. It is a reproach to the Gov-
ernment of the United States to-day that there is hardly a line of

e of James G. Blaine remaining upon the statute
books 'of our country, and that not one has been taken to
gve reality to the magnificent vision which illuminated the last

such period from
goods,

of poor McKinley’s earthly career.
for one have made up my mind that the time has come when
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somebody whose convictions do not lie along the path of silence
and quietude and ease in our political Zion should declare here
that the whole future of the protective system in the United
States depends npon the wisdom with which the Congress of the
United States fulfills the aspirations which found an expression
g0 lofty in the last public utterance of William McKinley.

Mr. TILLMAN obtained the floor.

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow
me to say a few words?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield to the Senator from Tennessee? .

Mr. MAN. I do.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I have only a few words to
say in regard to the matter to which the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
DorriviEr] referred in the early part of his s h. The Senator
from Iowa accuses me of having made reckless charges against
the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Shaw. I want to say that that

nestion comes properly between the junior Senator from Massa-
ghusetts and the Senator from Iowa. I am not the author of the
charge to which the Senator refers. I simply quoted the accusa-
tion as made by the Senator from Massachusetts,.. Ireferredto a
speech made by the Senator from Massachusetts during the late
campaign at New Haven, Conn., in which that Senator asked the
question:

‘Who let coal come in without a rigid i tion of the amount of required
carbon? The Republican Secretary of the Treasury, Shaw.

If that means anything in the world, it means that the Secretary
of the Treasury omitted to make the necessary inspection to de-
termine whether or not the coal contained the amount of carbon
required by law. That is a charge in effect that he suspended
the law. e only purpose of making a rigid inspection was
to determine whether or not the coal did contain the amount of
required carbon. The onlﬁpurpoee of letting the coal come in
without inspection was to let it come in regardless of whether or
not it contained the required carbon.

So I say that if the statement made by the Senator from Massa-
chusetts is correct, it amounts to an accusation that the Secretary
of the Treasury practically suspended the law, and in the state-
ment made the other day by the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
VEsT] he quoted a letter from L. G. Martin, special deputy col-
lector, at Philadelphia, in which he says that no analysis of coal
was made; that *‘the coal was passed free of duty upon the oath
of the importer.”

Mr. President, everybody knows that if that was adopted as a
rule, it would be utterly insufficient as a matter of protection.
You could not rely upon the oaths of im rs as to whether or
not the goodsimported were dutiable, and the only object of omit-
ting the rigid inspection which had theretofore been required was
to let the coal come in regardless of the requirements of the law.

I repeat, it is not an accusation which I have made. It was a
matter for boasting on the part of the Senator from Massachu-
setts during the late campaign. He boasted to the people of New
England that while the Republican party had enacted a law to
keep out anthracite coal, the Republican Secretary of the Treas-
arer, Shaw, had su ed the law to let the coal come in. That
is the substance of his statement. It is a matter of which he
boasted before his constituents, and he carried the State of Con-
necticut u that boast. If he had told the people that the Sec-
retary of the Treasury had enforced the law, the State of Con-
necticut, I have no doubt, would have gone Democratic. The
law was so unpopular that it was actually ular for the Sec-
retary of the Treasnry to assume the authority of suppressing,
abrogating, abolishing this ublican law.

Mr. TILLMAN. Do I understand the Senator from Tennessee
to say that Connecticut and Iowa have nullified?

Mr. CARMACK. You understand the Senator from Massa-
chusetts to say that they have done so.

Mr. TILL . And that the Senator from Massachusetts in-
dorses nullification?

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. ;

Mr. TILLMAN, I thought that was a South Carolina mo-

nopoly.

ﬁ(;'.YCARMACK. It nsed to be, but times change and sections
of this country change with them. Massachusetts has now be-
come the great nullifying State, and it is not John C. Calhoun,
but the junior Senator from Massachusetts, who is now the great
nnllifier in this Chamber.

Mr. President, I was glad to hear the bold and brave and out-
spoken speech of the Senator from Towa [Mr. DoLLIVER]. Charges
have been made that Senators upon this side of the Chamber
have made partisan speeches. It is not necessary that we should
make any more. I am willing from this time on that the debate
ghall be conducted between Senators upon the other side of the
Chamber. I am glad to hear the admission made by the Senator
from Iowa that tﬁ)e rates of duty in the Dingley Act were pur-
posely made too high, even from the standpoint of a Republican,

even from the standpoint of a most extreme protectionist, with a
view to their subsequent reduction by reciprocity treaties.

The Senator from Iowa says he is very much disappointed that
no action has been taken by this Congress on those treaties. The
Senator’s disappointment is liable to grow deeper as the days go
by. No action ever will be taken by the Senate or by this Con-
gress on those reciprocity treaties, because the Dingley bill havin
been enacted, in the mindsof Erotectionista it has become a sacre:
thing. Nobody would defend the anthracite coal duty as a sepa-
rate and distinct measure, but having been merged, incorporated,
and become a part of the sanctified i‘l::&le Act, the laying of a
hand npon that sacred measure now would be an act of sacrilege
like unto that of the overzealous Jew who laid his hand on the
Atk of the Covenant. You must not tounch the Dingley Act,
although the duties were made too high, even from the standpoint
of Republicans and of protectionists themselves. It has become
a law, and yon must not change it for reciprocity or to relieve the
suffering people of the country now in the midst of winter, or for
any other purpose.

As I have said, I do not care to go into this debate any further.
I think it is nnnecessary. When the Senator from Rhode Island
and other Senators upon the other side of the Chamber have
answered the powerful argument and the powerful appeal made by
the Senator Iowa, it will be time enongh for some other
Democrat to say something on this question.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAIRBANKS in the chair),
The Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. LODGE. Of course.

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts can mnot
ield the floor to me, when I just yielded it to the Senator from
ennessee and hold it in my own right.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the
chair was not in the chair when the Senator from South Caro-
lina obtained the floor.

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Presiding Officer recognizes my right
to the floor I will yield to the Senator from Massachusetts;
otherwise I shall claim it.

. Mr. LODGE. Certainly; if the Senator from South Carolina

qE—

Mr. TILLMAN. Does not the Senator from Massachusetts
recognize that the floor is mine?

Mr. LODGE. Absolutely; it is yours.

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I yield to Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. LODGE. I am very much indebted to the Senator from
South Carolina. I shall take but a moment.

Mr. President, I had the misfortune—for it is always a misfor-
tune to miss the Senator from Tennessee when he addresses the
Senate—to be absent from the Chamber yesterday when he quoted
from a speech of mine at New Haven. I am not sure—I think it
is a long-hand report—whether or not: those were my exact words.

But I have no disposition to dispute the intention of what I
said. The Eurport is certainly correct. I was referring to the
letter read here by the Senator from Iowa this morning as to the
action of the Secretary of the Treasury. It was a time of great
public exigency. Inhisdirections to his collectors of customs, he
proposed to construe very liberally the law in regard to the test
of coal, relaxing it, if you prefer that word. I thoughtit was an
exigency in which he was justified entirely in doing it, and I
think so still. I did not, however, and I Ao not want to have any-
thing attributed to me that is not mine, compare him to the
Stuart Kings of England or any other despots, for I think I may
say that I had too strong a sense of humor to do that.

f think he was right. I think it was an exigency requiring
such action, and I added what does not appear in the quotation
here, that if he needed an act of indemnity for anything he had
done, the Congress of the United States I had no doubt would
give it to him, with the full approbation of the people of the
United States.

I do not conceive that he nullified the law. I am perfectly cer-
tain that neither Massachusetts nor Connecticut nullified the law.
becaunse the collectors of ports are not State officers. Buf I do
think that the Secretary, in giving the order at that time to his
collectors to construe the law liberally in regard to the test on
coal, did a courageous and a right thing. I applanded him then.
I appland him now. I think he was fully justified, and I think it
was courageous, beeause he took the risk of misunderatandgﬁ
and of attack, and was ready to do it and to trust to the g
sense of the Congress of the United States and the people of the
United States if he did relax a law which at the moment, owing
to peculiar conditions, pressed very hardly upon the people of the
United States. I have nothing to withdraw in regard to my
praise of the Secretary.
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Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—

Tke PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. -

Mr. CARMACK. If I understand the Senator, his position is
that the Secretary of the Treasury did not suspend the law; he
" just relaxed it.

Mr. LODGE. I think he construed it liberally. I think he
relaxed it probably in those instructions which have been read
here. Ishould say it was—

Mr. CARMACK. Why was any suggestion of an indemnity
on the part of Congress necessary?

Mr. LODGE. Ido notthink any was necessary.

Mr. CARMACK. Why did the Senator suggest it?

Mr. LODGE. I said if one were necessary, which is a different
thing. I putin the hypothesis purposely, because I did not mean
to advocate any officer violating the laws of the United States.

Mr.CARMACK. Whatdoes the Senator mean by relaxing alaw?

Mr. LODGE. I mean exactly what I have said, that he con-
strued the matter of the test of coal liberally and that he told his
collectors to construe it liberally— y

Mr. CARMACK. For what purpose?

Mr, LODGE. Asitwasread here thismorning. That is what
it amounted to—to construe it liberally.

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will per-
mit me, these tests of a cargo of coal are necessarily very difficult
and uncertain. You have to take a certain small portion of the
coal and test it. It very often happens that one test indicates
that the coal is a little above the minimum grade, while another
shows it is under, and there would be a contradiction of tests, as
there was in the case upon which the Secretary’s order was issued;
and in such cases the direction of the Secretary to the collector
was to solve doubts and uncertainties about it in favor of the free
importation of coal. There was something wrong about it.

Mr. LODGE. That is what I understood at the fime, and to
that I referred. Amnd if my praise of the Secretary in that connec-
tion had the great effect which the Senator from Tennessee is
kind enough to attribute to it, of carrying the State of Connecti-
cut for the Republican party, I am glad my remarks were so ef-
fective.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, President— ;

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow
me?

Mr. TILLMAN. I haveyielded so much that if I yield further
there will be nothing left of the morning hour.

Mr. ALDRICH. We will have another morning hour.

Mr, TILLMAN. We have notice that to-morrow we will take
up something else,

Mr. ALDRICH. This question is certain to be back here in
some form or other.

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly;the discussion of this question will
be back here in some form or other, but I have a peculiar desire
to discussit on the Vestresolution. Will the Senator from Rhode
Island protect me in my right after the expiration of this morning
hour?

Mr.ALDRICH. Icertainly will, if the Senator needs protection?

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Vest reso-
lution may retain its place and come up for discussion to-morrow
morning.

Mr. AgLLISON. On Thursday,if to-morrow has been assigned.

Mr. ’IéILLMAN. The morning hour to-morrow has not been
assigned.

ng PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the request of the Sen-
ator from South Carolina?

Mr. TILLMAN. Imake the request that the pending resolu-
tion at the expiration of the morning hour to-day shall not lose
its place, but shall go over and be taken up for discussion to-
mMorrow morning. ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro-
lina asks unanimous consent that the resolution before the SBenate
be considered to-morrow morning——

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that it shall retain its place.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the resolution shall retain
its present place before the Senate. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Sounth Carolina? The Chair hears
none, and it is so ordered. :

Mr, TILLMAN. Inow yield to the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. BAILEY. Before the Senator from Rhode Island pro-

ceeds—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. ALDRICH. I do, for a suggestion.

Mr, BAILEY. Inorder that there may be no misunderstand-

ing about it, I do not see in the Chamber the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr. QuARLES], who gave notice of his intention to move
to take up the militia bill to-morrow. I believe that even under

this arrangement that Senator could come into the Chamber and
make the motion.
Mr. BERRY. He is bound by the unanimous-consent agree-

ment. :
th:;[r. ALDRICH. Theunanimous-consentagreement supersedes
t.

Mr. LODGE, This is morning business, too.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— :

Mr. TILLMAN. There is the Senator from Wisconsin, and he
has not objected.

Mr. BAILEY. I simply desired to have it understood, because
those mistakes arise sometimes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am not surprised that the
lines of discussion upon the pending resolution should have
broadened and broadened from time to time as it has proceeded.
I expected this when the Senator from Missouri first offered it.
I do not intend at this time to attempt to reply or to allude at
any length to the eloguent exemplification of the Towa idea to
which the Senate has just listened. I have been frying to discuss
a much narrower question. The allegation was made here that
Mr. Dingley, as chairman of the Ways and Means Committee,
made the statement in March, 1897, the tariff act of 1897 being
then before the Ways and Means Committee for consideration,
that he had deliberately placed the protective duties of that
measure too high, for the purpose of having them reduced after-
wards by reciprocity treaties,

Now, if any friend or associate of the late Governor Dingley can
remain silent to that charge. and does not repel it, if he believes
it to be untrue, as it certainly is, then I do not understand that

rson’s idea of honor. I have already stated, and shown by the

ECORD, that at the time when this conversation is alleged to have
taken place the House reciprocity provisions of the act of 1897
had already been agreed npon. They were agreed upon at least
three weeks before any such conversation could have taken place.
They were in print; I have a cogy of the printed bill before me,
and they had the approval of the majority members of the
committee. The terms were known to the Senafor from Iowa
and every Republican member of the committee. They contain
provisions for certain specified reductions in duty under certain
conditions. They did not touch a single protective duty in the
act of 1897, unless sugar duties are considered protective; and
every member of the committee knew it.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit
me?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does he regard the duties on sugar as non-
protective?

Mr. ALDRICH. I said in my remarks made yesterday that
there was a difference of opinion upon this floor as to whether
the duties npon sngar were protective or nonprotective—whether
they were protective or revenue duties. The Senators upon the
other side of the Chamber from Louisiana and other States -
ducing sugar have always defended them upon the ground that
they were revenue duties. Certainly up to a very recent period,
when the production of sngar in the United States reached a point
where they might be protective, the sugar duties were revenue
duties. e Senator from Iowa knows as well as I do that with
that single exception every duty proposed to be changed was a
revenue duty, pure and simple. J

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, willthe Senator, having alluded to me,
ex&]’ra:in the schedule in section 4 as finally passed?

. ALDRICH. We are now discussing, and I hope the Sen-
ator from Iowa can understand that, what Mr. Dingley said in
reference to this bill or what he is purported to have said in March,
1897, before the fourth section wasin existence evenin the mind or
imagination of any man anywhere. The House of Representa-
tives, the Committee of Ways and Means, of which the Senator
was on honored member, had, I repeat, their scheme of reciprocity
which they had put into the bill in terms. It referred, as I have
said, only to certain articles. It did not touch any one of the pro-
tective duties of that act—not one. Itis morally and physicall
imPoa.sible that Mr. Dingley could have then said, with that bi
before him, that he had deliberately put the protective duties of
that measure too high for the purpose of reducing them thereafter
by reciprocity treaties. )

It is impossible, I say. It is not true, I say tothe Senator from
Iowa, that either the Committee on Ways and Means, or the House
of Representatives, or the Committee on Finance, or the Sen-
ate adopted protective duties that were too high for the purpose
of having them reduced by reciprocity provisions or otherwise.
I deny for myself and for my associates, as well as for Mr. Ding-
ley and his associates, that any such thing was——

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield to the Senator from Iowa?
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Mr. ALDRICH. I do.

Mr. DOLLIVER. That wonld make it very interesting to me
to know what was in the mind of the honorable Senator from
Rhode Island and of Congress in imserting the provision known as
gection 4 of the act as finally passed.

Mr. ALDRICH. When Iyget to it I will be very glad to explain
it and to give the historical facts in relation to its insertion in the
bill. I am now discussing whether Governor Dingley, in March,
1897, stated that he had in that bill at that time put the protec-
tive duties too high for the purpose of having them reduced by
reciprocity treaties. That is the only controversy here in which
Governor Dingley's name isinvolved. Ihave alluded to thisalle-
gation because I know that the high commissioner who nego-
tiated the reciprocity treaties to which the Senator from Iowa
has alluded did make a similar statement to that made upon this
floor by the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Tennes-
see, and my remarks are not therefore solely directed to those
Senators.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator permit me to say that when
that was done before the Committee on Foreign Aif‘;m—a it was
not disputed at all by anybody?

thMr. ALDRICH. I suppose there was nobody there who knew
e facts.

Mr. DOLLIVER. The honored President of the Senate asked
the question.

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume that the honorable President of
the Senate did not know the facts. I assume that he did not. If
he had known them he certainly would have denied the statement.

1 say the whole question before the Senate is whether Governor
Dingley made any such statement in the first instance, and in the
next instance whether it is true; and I enter my denial here as
well for myself as for Governor Dingley that it is true.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido.

Mr. CARMACK. Itisfora mﬁesﬁon. The question whether
Governor Dingley said so and so is not the whole question.

Mr. ALDRICH. The guestion whether it is true is the whole

mestion.
= Mr. CARMACEK. No,sir; it is not the whole question, with
all dne to the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. What is it, then?

Mr. CARMACK. The guestion is whether or not it is a fact
that the duties in the Dingley Act were made higher than was
necessary for just purposes of protection; whether when the law
was enacted it was considered by the men who voted for that bill
and passed it that the duties were high enough to stand subse-
quent reduction by reciprocal trade relations with other countries.

Mr. ALDRICH. I imagine that the Senator from Tennessee
and myself would never agree as to whether the protective duties
in any bill were placed too high. I assume that the Senator from
Tennessee would believe that any protective tariff fixed duties too
high. If the Senator means whether, in the view of the men who

pared the measure and reported it, they were placed too high,
say to him directly and emphatically, no.

Mr. CARMACK. Whetherthey were put high enough to stand
gubsequent reduction by reciprocity arrangements?

Mr. ALDRICH. They were not; and I hope the Senator is sat-
isfied with the directness and positiveness of the reply.

Mr. CARMACK. IunderstandtheSenator from Rhode Island,
but I donot understand section 4 of the bill, in view of his re-

marks.

Mr. ALDRICH. I will take thatuplateron,if the Senator will
allow me.

I repeat, that the sole question here, which I am discussin
at this moment, is whether Governor Dingley made any suc
statement, and I say that the aspersions upon character (be-
cause I do consider it an aspersion upon his character to say that
he was deliberately deceiving Congress and the American people
by making the duties too high in order to be prepared for their
subsequent reduction or removal) are withount one scintilla of evi-
dence to support them. The Senator from Iowa does not presume
here, as an associate of his, to repeat the I know and
that Senator knows, from his frequent conferences with him, that
Governor Dingley did not assent with zeal to the reciprocity pro-
visions. I know what the Senator perhaps does not know, that
he consented very reluctantly to enlarge the reciprocity provisions
of the House bill, and not until after a long discussion in the com-
mittee of conference upon the di ing votes of the two Houses.

The House passed the bill containing the provisions I have de-
seribed on the 81st of March, if I am mnot mistaken. The bill
came here, and was referred to the Committee on Finance, who
considered it for several wi b y i

1t was reported back to the Senate by me May 4, and in making
tha report I made the statement that the committee recommended

striking out the reciprocity provisions of the House of Repre-
sentatives, and that they would at some subsequent period pre-
pare and present to the Senate an amendment which more nearl
represented their views as to the proper provisions to be ente:
upon with reference to reciprocity.

On the 30th. day of June, more than three months after the
time of the alleged confidential conversation, the Senator from
Towa [Mr. Arrisox], I then being absent on account of illness,
reported the reciprocity provisions, which became a part of the
law as the fourth section. What does this section mean? Does it
mean that we are to deliberately destroy, under its provisions,
American industries? Did it mean that, as interpreted by the
late President of the United States? No; it did not. It meant,
in the minds of those who had it in charge and who had origi-
nated it, that we might perhaps make reciprocity treaties with
other countries with respect to noncompetitive products, as we
had done under the act of 1890. Did it mean that we were goin
to surrender all the industries of the United States to the sel
interests, if you please, of the agricultural-implement manufac-
turers? I think not. Certainly the gentlemen who had the most
to do with the framing of that section as it was adopted by the
Senate did not so think.

Mr. TILLMAN. DMr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr, ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. TILLMAN. Isunggest tothe Senator from Rhode Island
while this is something of a family quarrel the rest of us are in-
terested, and when he turns around and sotto voce to the
Senator from Iowa, the rest of us are not affected by the eloguence
and cogency of his argument. I ask the Senator to address the
Chair or to speak a little londer.
mh}g.h.g.:r?RICH. I was not aware that I was speaking too low

Mr, TILLMAN. Icould not hear a word, but I could see the

tor cnlatmﬁ

Mr DRICH. ghould be sorry, I am sure, if ng I

sa{‘hahould miss theattention of the Senator from South Carolina.

e fourth section of the act of 1897 provided that the Presi-
dent might for a period of two years enter into negotiations for
reciprocity treaties with foreign nations, and that in and through
those treaties he might;lpmvide for certain reductions upon the
duties npon agricultural and other products of such countries
when importegrilnto the United States, not to exceed 20 per cent.

It was never for one moment supposed by any Republican upon
the Committee on Finance, and I can make the assertion withont
fear of contradiction that it was never for one moment supposed
by Mr. Dingley or his Republican associates upon the oon.fgrenca
committee representing House of Representatives, that there
was to be any surrender through this method of the principle of

rotection. It was never believed for one moment that a Repub-
ican administration through any agency would give up the vital
principle which ever lies at the foundation of Republican policy,
There was no such purpose and no such idea.

I did believe it was possible, and I now believe it is possible to
make reciprocity treaties, going back to Mr. Blaine’s idea, with
our neighbors in the seas, upon the islands, in Central America,
in Mexico, and South America, and in the countries of the Orient,
by which, through the exchange of noncompetitive or other prod-
ucts, we shall secure mutual advantages.

Does the Senator from Iowa suppose for an instant that any
man on that committee contemplated the negotiation of a treaty
with the Argentine Republic that should reduce the duty upon
wool 20 per cent? And yet his langunage wounld imply exactly
that. Do you suppose that we thought for one instant that the
interests of the United States were to be sacrificed through reci-
procity treaties?

I am earnesth-alg for reciprocity, real, genmine reciprocity, by
which the United States shall secure reciprocal advantages in the
trade of the world, and not a reciprocity dictated by the selfish
motives of a few inferests in this country as against all the others.

I resent the imputation that because I oppose certain treaties
that I am opposed to the reciprocity theory. The Senator from
Iowa has alluded in glowing terms to the reciprocity provisions
in the act of 1890. I wrote every word of those provisions. The
were inserted in the Senate at my suggestion. ey were adop
very reluctantly by the House of Representatives. Does the
Senator think that I am any the less in favor of real reciprocity
than he is because acitizen of his State hasnegotiated reciproci
treaties which have not been acted upon by the Senate? It wi
redound to the credit of the gfntleman who negotiated those
treaties if they are passed over in silence and if the Senate should
never act upon them.

The Senator from Iowa is very much mistaken if he su
for one instant that we are not ready to discuss those treaties or
the questions they involve with him here or anywhere, or that he
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can make it appear that on account of our _vs{gpoﬁtim we are not
as good friends of reciprocity as he is. ether a reciprocity
treaty is wise or unwise is a practical question. In to the
treaties which are now here, and as to which, perhaps, I trans-
gress the rules if I allude to them, if he can show that any of them
are proper and will result in furthering the interests of the peo-
le of tﬁg United States he can be sure of their ratification. I
ve been led to discuss the treaties somewhat from the remarks
of the Senator from Jowa, and partly because some of the friends
of the treaties have openly discussed them through the press.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Theinjunction of secrecy has been removed.

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been removed from some of the trea-
ties, I agree. Such secrecy as has been secured has been entirely
one-sided. There have been widely distributed throngh official
channels s"ipecious arguments and misstatements in rd to the
nature and effect of these treaties, and perhapsIshall be forgiven
for making this protest in a public manner.

I did not intend, Mr. President, to be led info this diversion,
but I conld not allow the statements of the Senator from Iowa to
go unchallenged. I knew the men who would line up behind the
statement of the Senator from Missouri in regard to Governor
Dingley and in regard to the character of the legislation of 1897.
I am quite willing to meet any arguments or statements these
gentlemen may see fit to make in criticism of the measure or
the motives of those who supported it.

Mr. TILLMAN obtained the floor.

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator from South Carolina
yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. TILLMAN. I have only seven minutes before the expira-
gon of the morning hour, but I yield gladly to the Senator from

‘exas.

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply rose for the pm?oee of suggest-
ing that if the resolution is not disposed of before 2 o’clock, 1
understand it will go to the Calendar.

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir; we got unanimouns consent that it
shall go over, retaining its privileged position.

Mr. CULBERSON. That I did not understand.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It goes over until to-morrow,
retaining its present place before the Senate.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, this is a very pretty quarrel,
as it stands,

Mr. ALDRICH. It is no quarrel.

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, well, it is an animated discussion, a feel-
ing discussion on the part of the Senator from Rhode Island, and
%pparently a very feeling one on the part of the Senator from

owa.

I came here yesterday expecting to get an ity to make
a few remarks on the subject of the coal famine in general, not
on the particular question under debate, the reduction of the
tariff or the taking of it off. It was by my solicitation that this
resolution went over, retaining its privileged position. I got the
Senator from Rhode Island to secure that ent.

It is not to be expected, I hope, that I could even lay down any-
thing more than—well, you might say the headlines of a speech,
in the brief time remaining before the regular order will come up.

Therefore, I shall have to very reluctantly forego the pleasure
of discussing this question to-day, merely remarking that I do not
intend to talk on the tariff at all, except possibly by way of illus-
tration, as a side light, and as there seem to be live wires runnin
around this Chamber I have one that I want to stri cmt,whicﬁ
may or may not burn. If it doesnot burn, it will not be my fault.
I intend to lay the blame for the existing pitiable, miserable, hor-
rible condition at the door where it properly belggfs—t.he Presi-
dent of the United States and his Atforney-Gene:

‘With that notice, and promising to be as liberal and as just as
possible and to depend on factsand to deal in a calm, logical pres-
entation of those facts and to restrain myself if e;;oam'b]e in the use
of the plainest words, without bitterness, I yield to the regular
order, the Senator from Minnesota, whose great speech on the
statehood bill has been thrilling this body for several days, and
the people of the country are on tiptoe to hear the completion of
it, so that they can it. I wﬂf take the floor to-morrow as
soon as this resolution comes up.

STATEHOOD BILL,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid-
eration of the bill (H. R. 12543) to enable the people of Oklahoma,
Arizona, and New Mexico to form constitutions and State govern-
ments and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with
the original States.

Mr. NELSON: In the latter

of my remarks yesterday,
Mr. President, I took pains to

attention in detail to the char-

acter of the various freaties that had been made with the five
nations of Indians in the Indian Territm?, leading fo their
removal from their eastern lands to their lands in the Indian
Territory. I called attention to those matters for the p se of
showing the Senate, how, in many instances, Congress has re-
peatedly disregarded those treaties in one form or another—en-
tirely abrogated them.

One of the leading features in nearly all those treaties is the pro-
vision that none of their country, which originally included of
Oklahoma and Indian Territory, was to be included in any Terri-
tory or organized State of the United States. Another paragraph
of those treaties allowed them to institute and maintain separate
tribal governments and tribal courts. In fact, it gave them all
the powers of self-government.

I afterwards called attention to the legislation which took
place when Oklahoma Territory was established and the subse-
quent leﬁation for the purpose of showing how by that legisla-
tI:;?n_ we again abrogated and changed the treaties with these

In connection with what I called attention to yesterday I beg
briefly to refer to two other acts, the act of 1895 and the act of
1897, which gave more com and enlarged jurisdiction to the
Federal courts and deprived the local Indian courts of their old-
time jurisdiction. Those courts had original jurisdiction in all
controversies, not only between Indians inter se, but also in all
controversy in which Indians were a party. By these acts we de-
})rived them utterly of all their jurisdiction in these matters and

eft practically all controversies to the United States court in that
Territory.

But in spite of our legislation with reference to that Territory
matters grew worse and worse. The tension between the Indians
and the white settlers grew more severe, and the sitnation became
such that finally, in 1894, this body directed its committee on the
Five Civilized Tribes to investigate the conditions in the Indian
Territory. Thatcommittee, of which Senator TELLER was chair-
man, after a thorough investigation of the situation, made a most
valuable report, and inasmuch as it has a bearing and is germane
to the question in hand, I beg leave to quote some of the material
portions of that report. This is what gemntor TELLER said:

As we have said, the title tothese lands is held by the tribe in trust for the

. We have shown that this trust is not being properly executed, nor
will it be if left to the Indians, and the question arises, what is the duty of the
Government of the United States mlg.l reference to this trust? “'F:iile we
have recognized these tribes as dependent nations, the Government has
likewise ized its guardianship over the Indians and its obligations to
protect them in their property and 1ri

Pparsona s,
In the treaty with the Crhcgrokeeu, made ingihsm. we stipulated that the;

should laws for equal protection, and for the security of life, i L AT
pmm'g;m If the tribe fails to administer its trust tggnpnerlsr by to
all mﬂ of the tribe eq;]:eituhlc participation in common prope;}y of
the , there a rs to be no redress for the Indian so deprived of his
rights, unless the Government does interfere to administer such trust.

12&&1‘!}19 becanse the Government has lodged the title in the tribe in
trust that it is without power to compel the execution of the trust in accord-
ance with the plain provisions of the treaty concerning such trust? What-
ever power Congress »d over the Indians as semi t nations, or
:;germnq n its Jurisdiction, it still =z, notwi ding the sev-

treaties may have stipn!atacl that the Government would not exerciss
such power, and therefore Congress may deal with this question as if there

been no legislation save that which provided for the execution of the
patent to the tribes.

If the determination of the question whether the trust is or isnot being

P mtad is ome for the courtsand not for the legislative department
of the ent then Oongmsscnnﬁmvide by law how such question shall
be determined and how such trust shall be if it is determined
that it is not now being properly administered.

And here comes the material part:
It is apparent to all—

The Senator says—

Itisa ent to all who are conversant with the present condition in the
Indian Territory that their system of government can not continue. Itisnot
only non-American, but it is radically wrong, and a is im: i
demanded in the interest of the Indian and whites alike, and such nge
not be much delayed. The situation grows worse and will continue to

worse. ere can be no modification of the system. It can not be re-
ormed. It must be abandoned and a better one substituted. That it will
be difficult to do your committee freely admit, but becanse it is a difficult
task is no reason why ess should not at the earliest possible moment
address itself to this question.

‘We do not care to at this time suggest what, in our judgment, will be the

step for Congress to take on this matter, for the commission created
g;m act of Congress, and commonly known as the Dawes Commission, is
now in the Indian Territory with the pu » of submitting to the several
tribes of that Territory some proposition for the change in the present very
unsatisfactory condition of that country. We prefer to wait and sse whether
this difficult and delicate subject may not be disglgsed of by an agreement
with the several tribes of that Territory. But if the Indians'decline to treat
with that on and decline to consider any change in the present
condition of their titlesand government, the United States must, withont
their aid and without waiting for theirapproval, setile this question of tho
character and condition of theirland tenures and establish a government over
whites and Indians of that Territory in accordance with the principles of our
Constitution and laws.

““And establish,” he says, ‘‘a government over whites and In-
dians of that Territory in accordance with the %ﬁnciples of our
Constitntion and laws.”” Evidently Senator LLER had no
doubts as to the power of Congress in the premises,

can
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The question as to the power of Congress to abrogate or modify
these Indian treaties has been before the Supreme Court of the
United States in several instances. There are four leading cases
bearing on this question. The earliest was in the Supreme Court
in 1870, the Cherokee Tobacco Case. The question presented by
the record in that case grew out of a conflict between the Federal
internal-revenue law and a provision in the Cherokee treaty. The
case is found in 11 Wallace, on page 616. The Government at-
tempted to levy and collect internal-revenue taxes on certain to-
baccoin the Cherokee Nation. The owners of the tobacco refused
to pay the tax and the Government seized the tobacco and at-
tempted to confiscate it. A suit was brought to test that question.
The Supreme Court, in passing upon the question, states that—

The only question argned in this court, and upon which our decision must
depend, is the effect torﬂ: given respectively to the one hundred and seventh
section of the act of 1866— x

That is, the internal-revenue law—
and the tenth article of the treaty of 1566 between the United States and the
Cherokee Nafion of Indians.

They are as follows.

This is the section of the law:

Sec. 107. That theinternal-revenue laws tmmn%emxas on tltgtl]led spirits,
constru

fermented liquors, tobacco, snuff, and to extend to

such articles uced anywhere within the exterior boundariesof the United
States, whether the same shall be within a collection district or not.

This is the provision of the treaty in conflict with that statute so
far as this particular controversy was concerned, for it related to
tobacco in the Cherokee Nation:

ART. 10. Every Cherokee Indian and freed person residing in the Cherokee
Nation shall have the right to sell any products of his farm, including his or
her live stock, or any merchandise or manufactured oduﬂts, and to ship
and drive the same market without mtmmt, pa; any tax thereon
which is now or may be levied by the United States on the quantity sold out-
gide of the Indian Territory.

Two points were made in the case. The first point was that the
gmﬁsion of the interpal-revenue law did not include the Indian

exritory, that that Territory was excepted, and that the law im-
posing internal-revenue taxes did not apply to that country. The
other point was, if it did agply it was in violation of the Cher-
okee treaty I have quoted:from, and hence null and void. The
court first decided that the law was general, that it included the
Indian Territory, the Cherokee country, as well as all other por-
tions of the United States, and then the court proceeded to say as
to the other point:

But conceding these views to be correct, it is insisted that the section can
not apply tothe Cherokee Nation because itisin conflict with the treaty. Un-
doubt.adly one or the other must yiald. The repugnancy is clear and they
can not d together. :

The second section of the fourth article of the Constitution of the United
States declares that * this Constitution,and the laws of the United States
which shall be in pursnance thereof, and all treaties which shall be
Esd]::;der the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of

a .“

The court remarks—
that a treaty can not change the Constitution or be held valid if it be in
violation of that instrument. This results from the nature and fundamental

i of our Government. The effect of treaties and acts of Con y
when in conflict, is not settled by the Constitution. But the question is not
involved in any doubt as to its pr solution. A treaty may supersede a
prior act of Congress, and an act of Congress may supe e a prior treaty.

And cases are cited in the margin.

In the cases referred to these principles were Efned to_treatics with for-
eign nations. Treaties with Indian nations within the jurisdiction of the
United States, whatever considerations of humanity and good faith may be
involved and require their faithful observance, ¢an not be more obligatory.
They have no her sanctity, and no ter inviolability or immunit
from legislative invasion can be c¢laimed for them. The co uences in
such cases give rise to questions which must be met by the tical depart-
ment of the Government. They are beyond the E.?m of judicial i-
zance. In the case under consideration the act of Con must prevail as
if the treaty were not an element to be considered. a wrong been
done, the power of redress is with Congress, not with the jud.lcmrly. and that
body, upon being applied to, it is to presumed, will promptly give the
proper relief.

The next case bearing u80n this question, Mr. President, arose
under the act establishing Oklahoma Territory. When Oklahoma
Territory was established it inclnded a large part—I am not pre-
pared at this moment to say just how much—of the land that
was originally a part of the lands of the Cherokee Nation and on
which friendly Indians had been seftled and colonized. As soon
as Oklahoma Territory was established the Territory proceeded to
organize this country occupied exclpmvelf by Indians and on(%-
inally a part of the Indian reservation. It proceeded to include
it in an organized county, and then it proceeded to tax the cattle
of cattlemen grazing in that country. It seems the cattlemen
had got authority throngh the Interior Department to graze their
cattle there, and the Territory of Oklahoma undertook to tax those
cattle, and the question was raised as to the right of the Territory
to tax those cattle.

Upon this question I will quote thelangnage of the court. Many
technical gquestions, I might say, were ed in tl_la.t case, but one
of the leading questions was whether this particular territory,
where these cattle were grazing, which had been organized into a

county in Oklahoma Territory, and where they had attempted to
tax the cattle of the cattlemen was amenable to the laws of
Oklahoma Territory, and whether this ﬁroceeding, including the
act establishing the Territory and all the subsequent acts with
reference fo such taxation, were not a violation of the treaty with
the Cherokees. The court says in this connection:

Itis, indeed, true that the landsin question, constituting the reservations of

e Eansas Indians,are portions of lands previous §granmd by patent
of the United States. in pursuance of the treaty of May 6, 1828 (7 Stat., 811),
and of the treaty of December 20, 1535 (7 Stat.,478), to the Cherokee Nation
of Indians, and that it was provided in those treaties that the lands so
granted should not, without the consent of the Indians, at any future time be
;Dincl:;tdad within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or Terri-

_And then, coming to this precise question—many other ques-
tions are discussed in the opinion—the court proceeds to say:

It is alleged that by no subsequent treaty have either the Cherokee or
the Osage or Kansas Indians consented that the lands here in question should
be included within the limits or jurisdiction of the Territory of Oklahoma;
and it is accordingly now contended that under the provision con in
the Cherokee treaties the lamds therein designated should never be embraced
within the limits of a Territory or State without the consent of said Indians.
The exemption or right thereby created runs with the land, subject to which
said lr.md% or any part thereof, could be conveyed to other Indians, and is
not a right belonging solely to the Cherokees, wlich ceased to exist when the
ownership of the Cherokees therein terminated.

Then the court proceeds:

Whether, without stipulation to that effect, the right granted by
!.rgshtiy to the Cherokee Nation to be exempt as to their lands from inclusion
within the limits of any Territory or State passed with the t of a por-
tion of such lands to the e and Kansas Indians we not co er,
because if such were the law it is conceded that the United States have, by
the act of May 2, 1820 (26 Stat., 81), creatin,

Osage and Kansas Indi

the Territory of Oklahoma, in-
cluded these ndian lands within the geographical limits
of said Territo:

It is well aez{lya;i that an act of Congress may supersede a prior treaty, and
that any questions that may arise are beyons the sphere ol; jm:]j;:inlty
zance and must be met by the political department of the Government,

It need hardly be said that a treaty can not change the Constitution, or be
held valid if it in violation of that instrument. This results from the
nature and fundamental principles of our Government. The effect of trea-
ties and acts of Congress, when in conflict, is not settled by the Constitution.
But the question is not involved in any doubt as to its proper solution. A
treaty may supersede a prior act of Co and an act o Gcmgem may
?n‘peé'sade a Iigor treaty. (Foster v. N 2 Pet. 258, 814; Taylor v. Mor-
on, 2 Curtis, 454,

In the cases referred to these neiples were tg}:rplied to treaties with for-
eign nations. Treaties with In nations within the jurisdiction of the
United States, whatever considerations of humanity an faith may be
involved and require their faithful observance, can not be obliga S L
In the case under consideration the act of must pre as if the
treaty were not an element to be idered

The first caseI cited arose out of a conflict between theinternal-
revenue laws and the Cherokee treaty. The next case, the case I
have just read, is the case of Thomas v. Gay (169 U, 8. Reports,
p- 264). That case arose out of the conflict between the act creat-
ing and establishing Oklahoma Territory and the old treaty with
the Cherokee Indians.

We have another case, and a very recent one, growing out of
the so-called Curtis Act, in 1898, That act involved mate-
rial changes and abrogation of older treaties. Amongother things
under the Curtis Act, the Secretary of the Interior was author-
ized to lease the lands of the Indians, and he proceeded to lease
certain lands. The Indians of the Cherokee Nation raised the
question and brought a suit before the Supreme Court as to
whether his attempt under the Curtis Act to lease any of those
Indian lands was not in violation of former treaties, This case
was decided December 1, 1902. I read from the record:

This canse was be_:Fun on the equity side of the supreme court of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. The complainants named in the bill were the Cherokee
Nation and its principal chief and treasurer and sundry other citizensof the
nation, suing on behalf of themselves and of citizens of the nation residing in
the Indian Territory. Ethan A. Hitchcock, s Secretary of the Interior, was
made sole defendant. It was claimed in the bill that by virtue of certain
treaties and a patent based thereon, the Cherokee Nation was vested with a
fee-simple title to its tribal lands in the Indian Territory, and it was also
m‘arreci that, a treaty executed in 1535, there was secured to the nation
the right, by its national couneil, to make and carry into effect all such laws
as the Cherokees might deem necessary for the government and protection
of the persons and property within their own coun belo: to their
people, or such persons as had connected themselves with them. synopsis
of g?n pertinent portions of the treaties above referred to is set out in the
margin.

Among which are the treaties to which I referred in my state-
ment yesterday.

The patent referred to in_the bill was executed on December 31, 1838. It
conveyed to the Cherokee Nation the lands gecured and guaranteed by tﬁho
g 14,57

treaties of 1528, 1833, and 1885. In the patent the 7,000,000-acre traclt?“ er
with the perpetual outlet, was described as one tract, aggrefath: 135.14
acres. In tion the patent specified the boundaries of a tract of 800,000

acres ceded by the treaty of 1835.
Then the bill of complaint, after quoting from those agree-
ments, went on:

Averring that the Cherokee Nation and its citizens possessed the exclusive
right to the use, control,and occupancy of its tribal lands, it was alleged that
the Secretary of the Interior, without having lawful authority so to do, was
assuming the power to and was about to pass favorably npon applications for
leases,and was about to nt 1 of lands belonging to said nation for the
§il of mining for oﬁa coal, and other mine one successful
applicant being stated to be The Cherokee 0il and Gas Company, an Arkan-
sas corporation. Based upon general anl}ﬁgnﬁons of the absence of an ade-
quate remedy at law, the necessity of ef to avoid a multiplicity of suitas
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and to prevent the casting of a cloud upon the title of the nation to its said

lands, and the claim that irreparable injury would be caused and wmn§ and

o}upression resnlt, and that there would bea deglgwﬂon of m‘orty_ T}

of the complainants and of other citizens of the Cherokee Na an injunc-

S;m was prayed against further action by the Secretary of the Interior in
e premises,

The opinion was delivered by Mr. Justice White. Upon this
question the court proceeded, as follows:

As the acts done and contemplated to be done by the a:
by the bill of complaint, are Yresumahly not the subj
event that the act of June 28, 1598—

That is the Curtis Act—

was a constitutional and valid exercise of power by Congress, we will now
address ourselves to a consideration of that statute.

Prior to the actof March 3, 1871 (16 Stat., 544,508, now section 2079 of the
Revised Statutes), which statute, in effect, voiced the intention of Con;
thereafter to make the Indian tribes amenable directly to the power and an-
thority of the laws of the United States by the immediate exercise of its
legislative power over them, the customary mode of dealing with the Indian
tri ‘was by treaty. As, however, held in Cherokee Na v. Southern
Kansas Railway Co. (135 U. 8., 641,653, reaffirmed in Stephens v. Cherokee Na-
tion, 174 U. 8.,445,484), while the Cherokee Nation other Indian tribes
domiciled within the United States had been by the United States
as separate communities, and engagementsentered into with them by means
of formal treaties, they were yet regarded as in a condition of pug or
dependency, and subject to the paramount authority of the United Btates.

viewing detisions of this court rendered r to the act of 1871, and
par ticularly considering the status of the very tribe of Indians affected
the present litigation, the court commented upon a declaration
previous decision that this Government had * tted, by the most solemn
sanction, the existence of the Indians as a te and distinct people, and
as being invested with rights which co tute them a State, or separate

ee and assailed
of eriticism, in the

community.” It was observedof this declaration that it fell *far short of
saying that they are a sovereign State, with no within the limits of
its territory.” ~Considering the treaty of 1835 with the Cherokee Nation,

under which it is now elaimed, on behalf of the appellants, that the Chero-
kees became vested with the sole control over the lands ceded to them, the
court observed (p. 485%7

“By the treaty of New Echota, 1835, the United States covenanted and
s%reed that thelands ceded tothe éhero’gee Nation shonld at no futuretime,
without their consent, be included within the territorial limits or jurisdic-
tion of any Stateor Territory,and that the Government would secure to that
nation *the right by their national councils to make and carry into effect all
such laws as they may deem necessary for the ernment of the per-
sons and property within their own country, ging to_ their people
or such persons as have connected themselves with them;' and, by the trea-
ties, of Washington, 1846 and 1886, the United States teed to the Chero-
kees the title and possession of their lands, and jurisdiction over their
country. (Revision of Indian Treaties, pp. 65, 79, 85).
any previoustreaties evinced any intention, upon the part ent,
to discharge them from their condition of pupilage or dependency, and con-
$T$ itt?;ehn.lln got&s‘qparata, independent, sovereign people, with no superior

t 1 ¢

It results then from the doctrine of the decisions of this court that the de-
murrer was properly sustained, because of the fact that the matters named
in the bill were matters of administration, to which the act of June 28 was
applicable, and tha%hwere saluly_cognmablei:y the executive department of
the Government. @ decizion in Stephens v, Cherokee Nation (174 U. B., 45
is particularly in point, as that case involved the validity of th
\:m.Ser consideration, and the precedent correlative legislation, wherein the
United States practically assumed the full control over the
well as the other nations constituting the Five Civilized Tribes, and took
e e bl propacty, The PIGnAcY POwer of anerol

justin eir rig! the pro v e plenary power of con
by Con - over the Indian tribes nn_dp?m undauhgd power to as
it had done through the act of 1808, directly for the protection of the tri
property, was in that case reaffirmed.

Then the court quotes from the opinion and continues:

The holding that Congress had power to provide a method for determin-
ing membership in the Five Civilized Tribes and for the citizen-
ship thereof preliminary to a division of the property of the among its
members necessarily involved the further hol djngithat Congress was vested
with authority to adopt measures to make the tribal property productive
and secure therefrom an income for the benefit of the tribe.

‘Whatever title the Indians have is in the tribe, and not in the individuals,
although held by the tribe for the common use and ecg:.:gl benefit of all the
members, (The Cherokee Trust Funds, 117 U. 8., 288, 308.) The manner in
which this land is held is described in Cherckee ii’a.tmn v. Journeycake (155
U. 8., 196, 207), where this court, referrlsﬁf to the treaties and the patent men-
tioned in the bill of complaint herein, said: * Under these trea and in De-
cember, 1833, a patent was issued to the Cherokees for these lands. By that
patent whatever of title was conveyed was convgied to the Cherokeesasa
nation, and no title was vested in severalty in the Cherokees or any of them.

* * * * * * *

“We are not concerned in this case with the question whether the act of
June 28, 1898, and the proposed action thereunder, w is complained of, is
or is not wise and calculated to operate beneficially to the interests
Cherokees. The power existing in Congress to ter u
the tribal property, and the power being political and admi tive in its
nature, the manner of its exercise is a question within the provinece of the
legislative branch to determine, and is not one for the courts.”

This decision was under the Curtis Act. There is a recent case
relating to these same lands, although not involving directly the
validity of those ancient treaties, but involving the same questions
as to the power of Congress to abrogate Indian treaties. It is a
case decided last week, January b5, 1908—the case of Lone Wolf,
Principal Chief of the Kiowas et al., ap ts, v. Ethan A,
Hitchdcoc-k, Secretary of the Interior et I quote from the
record:

In 1867 a treaty was concluded with the Kiows and Comanche tribes of In-
diapg, and such other friendly tribes as ht be united with them, setting
apart a reservation for the use of such Indians. By a separate h-eag the
Apache tribe of Indians was incorporated with the two former named and
became entitled to share in the benefits of the reservation. (15 Stat.,581,580.)

I will nct take up time to read all the details of the case, but I

will come at once to the gist of the matter.
opinion of Mr. Justice White:

By the sixth article of the first of the two treaties referred to in the pre-
ceding stat.ament\g)rocl_ngmad on Aqg‘gt 25, 1868 (15 Stat., b8l1), it was pro-
vided that heads of families of the tribes affected by the treaty mi htsel%ct‘
wi the reservation, a tract of land of not exceeding acres In extent,
which should thereafter cease to be held in common and should be for the
exclusive possession of the Indian making the selection, so long as he or his
family might continue to cultivate the land. The twelfth article reads as

OWS:

“AnT. 12. No treaty for the cession of any portion or part of the reserva-
tion herein described, which may be held in common, shall be of any validity
or force as against the said Indians unless executed and signed by at least
three-fourths of all the adult male Indians occué)a"ing the same, and no ces-
sion by the tribe shall be understood or construed in such manner as to de-
?r'ive. without his consent, any individual member of the tribe of his rights

] m:y !:ract of land selected by him as provided in Article III (VI) of this
treaty.”

The P llants base their rigidt to relief on the Pmposition that by the
effect o e article just quo the confedera tribes of Kiowas,
manches, and Apaches were vested with an interest in the lands held in com-
mon within the reservation, which interest could not be divested by Con-
gress in any other mode than that specified in the said twelfth article, and
that as a result of the said stipulation the interest of the Indians in the com-
mon lands fell within the pr ion of the fifth amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United States,and such interest, indirectly, atleast, came under
the control of the judicial branch of the Government, We are unable—

The court say—

to yield our assent to this view.

e contention in effect ignores the status of the contracting Indians and
the relation of dependency they bore and continue to toward the Gov-
ernment of the United States. To uphold the claim would be tomlju%ge
that the indirect ation of the treaty was to materially limit and qualify
the controlling authority of Congress in respect tothe care and protection of
ettty TGk be wrbont for 8 P Ultea Anil Sispam G S teibal Sads; of
n v urgent for a on an sposal of the
e e T ey

ow, it is true in decisions of this court, ian right of ocew
of tribal lands, whether declared in a treaty or otherwiaeng-eated, has been
stated to be or, as sometimes expr as sacred as the fee of the
374: Chorokes N %’;;.”maé‘;,“rg%?' S Pot o T b W oromster v, Qoo
: Cherokee Na . et., ; Worcester v. i
(1832), Ge{-“ea‘t. ol &&Uﬂtﬁit&%m‘ do[ok (1]81‘8 , 19 V‘Si'&l]. 5%153‘592;'[@& -
. B B. Co. v es (1875), - P ; Beecher v.
‘Wetherby (1877), 85 U. 8., 525.) But in none of these cases was there in-
volved a controversy between Indians and the Government respecting the
power of Congress to administer the property of the Indians.
% The questions ﬂ:gﬁdggaﬁn t.hte cusesi r&ferred to, Whicl]:;l eit?erh% or
v had relation e nature of the property rights of the ians,
concerned the character and extent of such riﬁhta s:%esmcmd States or
individuals. Inone of the cited cases it was clear’ ¥pointedoutthnt Congress
a paramount power over the property of the Indians, by reason of
ts exercise olii!egn.ardianship over their interest, and that such authori
might be imp! , even though to the strict letter of a treaty wig
the Indians. Thus, in Beecher v. Wetherby (95 U. 8., 525) discussing theclaim
that there had been a prior reservation of land by treaty to the use of a cer-
tain tribe of Indians, the court said (; )
only that of o

I read from the

. 525
“But the right which the Indians Eeld was ccupancy. The
fee was in the United States, subject to that right, and could be transferred
by them whenever they chose. e grantee, it is trne, would take only the
naked fee, and could not disturb the occupancy of the Indians; that occu-
Eatn could only be interfered with or determined by the United States. It
0
by

presumed that in this matter the United States would be governed
such considerations of justice as would control a Christian people in their
treatment of an ignorant and dependent race. Be that as it may, the pro-
riety or justice of their action towards the Indians with respect to t.geu-
Shekes T n SmruTANY bevRean A Saring GeICer OF Wheh ticrires
a controversy ween neither of whom derives

title from the Indians.” i 3
Plenary authority over the tribal relations of the Indians has been exer-

cised Con, from the beginning, and the r
duamegys polm one, not subject to ‘Ee cogmllegog? thg?ugx!g:lygem
ment of the Government.

I have already referred to the Curtis Act passed in 1898, subse-
quent to the establishment of Oklahoma Territory, and the acts
of 1895 and 1897. The Curtis Act was the most important piece
of legislation in reference to the Indian Territory and the solution
and settlement of the Indian problems in that Territory. I
have just called the attention of the Senate to how a question
arose under that act, in a case which came to the Supreme Court,
where it was alleged that there was a conflict between the Curtis
Act and the old treaties with those Indians, wherein the court said
that the subsequent act, the Curtis Act, was paramount; that
whatever conflict there was between that act and the treaty, the
rteaty must yield.

In this connection I desire to quote in a brief manner some of
the leading provisions of the Curtis Act in order that the Senate
may have full information in the premises; but before I proceed
to do so I will briefly call attention to the so-called Dawes Com-
mission, which was created by section 16 of the act of March 3,
1803. The section in r%goard to the appointment of that Commis-
sion provided that the Commission were to be empowered—

To enter into negotiations with the Five Civilized Tribes for the pu
of extingnishing the national or tribal title to lands either by cession or aiiob-
ment or by such other method as might be agreed npon. The Commission
was to endeavor to secure sjr:ﬁaiun for the suitable allotment of lands in
severalty to the different Indians and to procure the cession of the lands not
requisite for allotments, ete.

I will now call attention to the act of June 23, 1898, the Curtis
Act. BSome of the provisions of that act bearing on the case under
consideration are as follows:

In eriminal prosecutions against officials for embezzlement. bribery, ete.,
the word ‘* officer " shall include officers of the various tribes or nationsy
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This was an ab: ion of the old treaties. The officers of the
different Indian nations were wholly amenable for negligence or
maladministration to their own tribal governments. This made
them liable under the criminal laws of the United States. It said
the word ‘‘ officer ** ghall include the officers of the various tribes
or nations.

Wh a of any tribe is affected by the issue of any suit, the
b le o he e s Tty 2 ¥

That is new.

Jurisdiction is given to the United States courts in the Territory to pass
mggg pclmms oraa m‘stlzllﬁn%i au:ri tg‘;mbanhip in the respective tribes and

That is an innovation of their old tribal rights. :

By section 11, when the roll of citizenship of any one of said
nations is completed and the survey of the land finished, the
Dawes Commission shall to make allotments, ete. :

Provision is made for the leasing of oil, coal, asphalt, and
other mineral lands in the Territory.

Provision is also made for the incorporation of towns and cities
and the election of officers thereof, and the establishment of
schools, and for these purposes the laws of the State of Arkansas
are applied and extended. . : :

Provision is made for surveying and laying out town sites and
for the disposal of the lots. s -

Provision is also made for making up the rolls of citizenship,
including that of freedmen, and rules are laid down for the
establishment of such citizenship.

Leasing of agricultural or grazing lands after the 1st of Jan-
uary, 1898, by the tribes or any member thereof is absolutely
prohibited and declared null and void, and all such leases, made
prior to that time, shall terminate on the 1st of April, 1899,

Section 26 provides that after the M?lf the act the laws of
the various tribes or nations of Indians s not be enforced at
!F‘W or in equity by the courts of the United States in Indian

erritory.

That was a radical change and innovation—an abrogation of the
old treaties.

Section 28 provides:

That on the 1st day of July, 1808, all tribal courts in Indian Territory shall
be abolished, and no officers of courts shall thereafter have any anthor-
ity whatever to do or perform any act theretofore authorized by any law in
connection with said courts, or to receive any pay for same; and all civil and
criminal causes then pending in an co shall be transferred to the

United States court in said Terri yhmﬂchl.in g’itth the clerk of the court the
original pa in the suit: Pv%%tﬁismﬁonshaﬂ not be in force
as to the Chickasaw, Choctaw, and tribes or nations until the 1st day
of October 1898

Now, up to this time, Mr. President, they had had in each of
these nations the fribal courts—courts which adjudicated and
passed upon all controversies between the different nations, and
controversies between the citizens or members of one nation and
of another nation, and controversies between the several mem-
bers of a nation among themselves. This provision entirely abro-
gated and wiped out these tribal courts and transferred all suitsinto
the United States courts—a clear abrogation of former treaties.

Section 29 of this act contains a ratification of an ent
between the Dawes Commission and the Choctaw and Chickasaw
tribes providing for allotments of land, ete., giving various details;
also provides for the right of way of railroads. vision is also
made for the laying out of town sites and for the operation of
coal, asphalt, and other mines.

Provision is also made for the jurisdiction of United States
courts in certain cases.

Provision is made for the continuance of the fribal governments
for eight years from the 4th of March, 1808,

Section 80 provides for the ratification of an agreement with
the Creek Indians. This agreement contains provisions for the
allotment of land for town sites. Also for jurisdiction of
courts.

By the act of Feb 18, 1901 (31 Stat., p. 794), certain pro-
visions of the laws omnsas, in relation to corporations, ete.,
are extended to and put in force in the Indian Territory.

By the actof March 38,1901 (chapter 868, 81 Stat., p. 1447),ev
%ndia.n in the Indian Territory is made a citizen of the Uni

tates.

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to one fact. While
it is the general rule in relation to the Indians of this country that
the Indians do not become citizens until the allotments of lands

have been made to them in severalty, in the matter of the Indian
Territory the act of 1901, which I have q‘;:i.ot.ai, makes every In-
dian i.[ll-ghﬂvt Territory, regardless of whether he has had an allot-

ment made to him or not, a full citizen of the United States.
I have thuscited and referred to these several gmvisions for the
urpose of calling attention to how repeatedly and how fraquentt;g,
Eyr{f islation and otherwise, the vernment has abrogated,
modified, or ¢ d these old treaties and arrangements with the
Indians against their consent, and how in every instance where
these changes, or abrogations, or violations of old treaties have

been brought to the attention of the Supreme Court of the United
States that tribunal has upheld the power of Congress in the
premises.

I have called attention to the decision of the court growing out
of the conflict between the internal-revenue laws of 1866 and the
Cherokee treaty, the first case of the kind which brought up the
question directly before the Sug‘lfme Court, wherein the court
upheld the power of Congress. e next case grew up under the
act establishing Oklahoma Territory, where there was a clear
invasion and violation of former treaties; and in that case the
courts sustained the power of Congress. In the subsequent case
growing out of an attempt on the part of the Secretary of the
Interior to lease lands under the so-called Curtis Act of 1898,
again the Supreme Court sustained the power of Congress. In
the recent case which was decided last week, the Kiowa and
Comanche case, the Supreme Court again sustained the power of
Congress; and so, Mr. President, it is no longer an open or un-
settled question as to our tglenary wer in the premises.

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to me
for a moment?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. The object of my interruption is only to elicit
information from the Senator from Minnesota, who is delivering
a remarkably able and instructive speech upon this subject, for
which everyone ought to be obliged to him. There is no doubt,
of course, under the decisions cited the Senator from Minme-
sota, that Congress has the power to abrogate treaties made with
Indians as has the power to abrogate treaties made with
foreign nations, so far asthe rgzastion of power is concerned. In
other words, the courts have held that under the Constitution a
treaty is the law of the land, but it differs in magnitude or im-
portance from no other law in that respect. We can make a law
and we can abrogate it. But power is one thing, as my friend
knows, and the moral ntiht to exercise the power is nnofil.ar If
we abrogate a treaty with a foreign country, although we have
the power to do it, the Supreme Court has often said we do it at
our peril. If we abrogate a treaty with the Indians, wea te
it at ourgeﬁ]. but the peril is so little thatit amounts to nothing,

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has not lived among the Indians,

Mr. SPOONER. Ihavelivedin theneighborhood of the Indians
and I served in the Army among the Indians, but in this day the
peril is not so great. That leads me to the question which I want
to ask the Senator, whether there is any moral obstruction, any

princig%a of honor——

Mr. N. There is no question of honor at all. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PrarT] ably answered the question
yesterday.

Mr. SPOONER. I did not hear the Senator from Connecticut.
I know if he did it he did it ably. I did not kmow but that the
Senator intended to refer to that phase of it.

Mr. NELSON. I did referto one feature of it, and the Senator
from Connecticut mgglemented in a most emphatic and power-
ful manner a part of the argument I made. e moral phase of
the question is this: the invitation, express and implied, of
the Indians, 400,000 white people have gone into that Terri-
Mﬁ'ﬁmve built towns, churches, public buildings, and

i : ey have improved the country. They have made
it one of the richest and most prosperous portions of America.
They have enriched the Indians. They have e there by
the consent and permission of the Indians, and in view of the
great task they have performed in that country the Indians are
morally and equitably estopped from denying their right to or-
g\ize a government. Those 400,000 people, our own kith and

, 88 d people as there are in any State or Territory, are
in the Indian Territory, and they have no local government
except in a few of the town sites. They are without schools,
except in a few instances. They have no county or township
government of any kind. They are utterly helpless, more help-
less than an%class of people within our territorial ions.
Even in the Philippine Islands an American citizen is more pro-
tected by law and authority than in the Indian country.

I ingist that it is our moral duty, a duty which we owe those
people, to see to it that they get an organized government as soon
as possible, and that the Indians, in all conscience and all equity,
are estopped from protesting and objecting to it. Those white

le have created the great wealth of that country. Had not

those 400,000 white pen;ple into that Territory it would have
been a sleepy hollow of Indian nations. There would have been
no great prosperous towns and no great wealth. The wealth

that is there to-day, the greattédprospeﬂty that is there to-day,

were brought there and created by the white people who are in

the Territory; and by their efforts they have made those Indians

the richest people in all this country. There is noclassof people,

even in my own State or the State of the Senator from Ve“::con-

ﬁn, as wealthy as the average member of the Five Civilized
ations,
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Mr. SPOONER. My friend does not understand me as antag-
nizing him?

Mr. NELSON. Not at all.

Mr. SPOONER. I heard read here a day or two ago a protest
from the tribes, in which they insisted that under existing {reaties
they were entitled to tribal government until 1906.

Mr. NELSON. This does not interfere with tribal government.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has investigated the subject, and
I have not. I am asking merely for information. .

Mr. NELSON. By the last treaties made with them we did
not agree that tribal government should remain, but we said
tribal government should end at a certain time; that is all.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator says they have all been made
citizens of the United States. A

Mr. NELSON. They have all been made citizens of the United
States by the act of 1901. Before I commenced to probe the sub-
ject it was my impression that no Indians were citizens exce
under the general allotment law, which made them citizens only
when allotments had been made to them.

Mr. SPOONER. That is the general rule. ;

Mr. NELSON. That is the general rule applying to all In-
dians in this country. I was not aware that 1
wholesale naturalization of Indians in the Indian Territory till I
found this law, but if you will examine the law you will find that

the act of 1901 every Indian in those nations is a citizen of the
nited States.

Mr. SPOONER. That is not against their protest?

Mr. NELSON. I never heard of any :

Mr. SPOONER. That makes a very strong position, because
it wonld seem that Congress would have a right——

Mr. NELSON. I want to say further that that is not all, but
that the bulk of the Indians, except a few of those chiefs whom
I used to see swarming around the Capitol when I was a member
of the Committee on Indian Affairs in the other body—with the
exception of a few of those who hung around Washington and

t money out of the rank and file of the Indians and grew fat—
ge rank and file of the Indian people want statehood just as bad
as the white people there, because statehood will protect them
against those of their own kind who have been growing fat and
living upon them in f'em;:&)aat i

Mr. SPOONER. It would seem fo be very odd if Congress had
not power to organize a republican government for citizens of
the United States anywhere in the United States.

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. .

Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senator for his suggestion.

Mr. NELSON. I now come to the present status in the Indian
Territory. and to what has been accomplished. I desire to read
from the last report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. In
his last annual report he states:

INDIAN TERRITORY UNDER THE CURTIS ACT AND SUBSEQUENT LEGISLA-
TION—AGREEMENTS.

Three ments have been negotiated during the last fiscal year: One
with the Cherokees, approved July 1. 1902 (82 Stata., T18), ra.uﬂeg by them
A t 7,and proclaimed b} the President Angust 12; onewith the Choctaws
nng Chickasaws, roved July 1, 1902 (32 Stats., 841). and ratifled Bsﬁnber
25; and one with the Creeks, a: ved June 50, 1902 (32 Stats.,500), ratified by
them July 26, and proclaimed by the President August 8.

He adds:

necessity for any further ts with these
b s D s
n:tﬁl%strjx?; lands inns%veralty shu:ﬂi not procegd w‘lt‘]{?spidityundarthm
new agreements.

Now, Mr. President, in this connection I have a brief or a
statement prepared by the Indian Office by which I propose to
show the effect of the recent treaties and ents with the
Indians in respeect to lands and rights of mem of these differ-
ent nations. This memorandum was prepared at the Indian

Office.
CREEEK AGREEMENTS.
of 14 ent, ratified the act of March 1, 1901

(msgfati?,naﬂﬁ. dmt?uargrtqlfat o tribal t'g'cwca:-::nmng'.y shall not wnﬂnma—L

Icall the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to the fact
that there is not a covenant that it shall continue, but there isa
covenant that it shall not continue any longer. It declares that—
the tribal government shall not continue longer than March 4, 1908.

Mr. SPOONER. What is that?

Mr. NELSON. I refer tothe Creek agreement. Iam giving
a summary of the effect of material portions of recent agreements
made with the Indians—the agreements that are now in force,
;under which they are closing out the matter, under which they
have made allotments and are making allotments. I will repeat
this statement. It was prepared by the Indian Office:
COREEE AGREEMENTS.

ment, ratified by the act of March 1, 1901 (81

Bection 46 of the Creek
861), declare not continue longer
Congress may deem

Btats., 861), declares that tEe tribal government shall
than March 4, 1908, subject to such further legislation
proper.

Section 18 of the Creek ﬁm@me‘nrﬁ ratified by the act approved June 30,
1902 (32 Stats., 500}, is as follows:

“Lands allotted to citizens shell not in any manner whatever orat any
time be encumbered, taken, or sold to secure or satisfy any debt or obli
tion nor be alienated by the allottee or his heirs before the expiration of five
years from the date of the approval of this supplemental agreement, except
with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. Each citizen shall se-
lect from his allotment 40 acres of land, or a gqnarter of a quarter section, as
a homestead, which shall be and remain nontaxable, i jenable, and fres
from any incumbrance whatever for twenty-one years from the date of the
deed therefor, and a separate deed shall be issued to each allottee for his
homestead, in which this condition shall appear.” * * #

““TIt will be observed that citizens of the Creek Nation can not

dlw. of any part of their allotments until after the expiration
of five years grom the date of the approval of the agreement ex-
cept with the consent of the Secretary of the Interior. The sec-
tion above quoted provides that each citizen shall select a home-
stead, which shall nontaxable and inalienable for twenty-one
from the date of the deed. The remainder of the land al-
otted to each Creek citizen wounld undoubtedly become subject to
taxation at the expiration of five years from the date of the approval
of the agreement, and if any part of the same were sold with the
consent of the Secretary it would unquestionably become taxable
as soon as the Indian title was extinguished, if not before. (Al-
lotted lands may be leased, sec. 17, p. 5, of last agreement. )
CHEROEKEE AGREEMENTS.

““Sections 13, 14, and 15 of the Cherokee agreement, approved
by the act of July 1, 1902 (32 Stats., 716), are as follows:

*18. Each member of said tribe ghall, at the time of the selection of hisallot-
ment, designate as a homestead out of said allotment land equal in value to
40 acres of the amsc{geal.latable lands of the Cherokee Nation, as nearly as
may be, which shall inalienable during the lifetime of the sllottee, not

ty-one years from the date of the certificate of néiotm::ﬁ

me
homestead is held by allottee and shall not
be liable for any debt contracted by the owner thereof while so held by him.

“14, Lands to citizens shall not in any manner whatever or atany
time be encumbered, taken, or sold to secure or mt.lsfélany debt or obli
tion, or be alienated bfv the allottea or his heirs, before the expiration of
years from the date of the ratification of thisact.

*15. All lands allotted to the members of said tribe, except such land as is
set aside to each for a homestead as herein provided, shall be alienable in five
years after issuance of patent.

““ Section 63 of this agreement declares that the fribal govern-
ment shall not continue longer than March 4, 1906.

Again I call your attention to the fact that there is no agree-
ment that the tribal governments are to continue that long. It
aim]l)ly ;?Es that they shall not continue any longer.

It be observed that section 14 provides that the land
allotted to Cherokee citizens ghall not be subject to any ineum-
brance or sale before the exgi:ﬂ':ﬁ.on of five years from the date of
the ratification of the act, while section 15 provides that all of the
lands allotted foa citizen, except the homestead, may be alienated
‘in five years after issuance of patent.’

5 Pmcaodm&:n the theory that the land would not be taxable
until title of citizen had been extinguished, lands in this na-
tion would not be subject to taxation—at least, until five years
from the date of the ratification of the agreement. Alloted I‘mdn
may be leased, section 72, page 12, of agreement.

CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW AGREEMENTS.

“The Choctaw and Chickasaw agreement approved by act of
June 28, 1898 (30 Stats., 495), generally known as the Curtis Act,

provides that—

“It is further in view of the modification of le tive authority
and herein provided, and the necessity of the continu-
bal governments so m ed, in order to carry out the require-
ments of this agreement, that the same continue for the period of eight
years from the 4th day of March, 1598,

* Sections 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16 of the Choctaw and Chickasaw
agreement, approved by the act of July 1, 1902 (82 Stats., 641),
are as follows:

12. Each member of said tribe shall, at the time of the selection of his
allotment, te as a homestead out of said allotment land equal in value
to 160 acres of the ave allottable land of the Choctaw and Chickasaw
which shall be inalienahble during the lifetime
twenty-one years from the date o cate of
te certificate and patent shall issue for said homestead.
llotment of each Choctaw and Chickasaw fr n shall be in-

ing the lifetime of the allottee, not exceeding twenty-one years
from the date of certificate of allotment.

14. Whenallotments as herein provided have been made to all citizens and
freadmen, the residué of lands not herein reserved or otherwise di of,
if any there be, shall be sold at public auction under rules and regulations
on terms to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and so much

as may be necessary for equalizing allotments used

and the balance shall paid into the Treasury of the

tes to credit of the Choctaws and Chickasaws and distributed
per m&h as other funds of the tribes.

15. allotted to members and freedmen shall not be affected or encum-
bered by any deed, dgbtt or obligation of any character contracted prior to

at which said d may be alienated under this act, nor shall said
d except as herein provided.

16. All lands allotted to the members of said tribes, except such land as is
set aside to each for a homestead as herein provided, shall be alienable after
issuance of patent, as follows: One-fourth in acreage in one year, one-fourth

in three years, and the balance in five years; in each case from the
te of the patent: i That such land shall not be alienable by the
or his heirs at any time before the expiration of the Choctaw and
w tribal governments for less than its a] value,

ve

i
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‘* Bections 56 to 63, inclusive, of the ment last above men-
tioned relate to the sale of coal and asphalt lands of the Choctaw
and Chickasaw nations.

‘*Section 58 provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall,
within six months after the final ratification of the agreement,
ascertain, ‘so far as may be dpracticable, what lands are principally
valuable because of their deposits of coal or asphalt, including
therein all lands which at the time of the final ratification of this
agreement shall be covered by then existing coal or asphalt leases,
and within that time he shall, by a written order, segregate and
reserve from allotment all of said lands.” This section further
provides that this total segregation and reservation shall not
exceed 500,000 acres.

* The Choctaw and Chickasaw agreement approved by the act
of June 28, 1898, provides that—

“All the lands allotted shall be nontaxable while the title remains in the
original allottee, but not to exceed twenty-one years from date of patent,and
each allottee shall select from his allotment a homestead of 160 acres, for
which he shall have a separate patent, and which shall be inalienable for
twenty-one years from date of patent. This provision shall also apply to the
Choctaw and Chickasaw freedman to the extent of his allotment.

* Construing these two ents ther as a whole, it
would seem that the lands allotted to members of the Choctaw
and Chickasaw tribes would not be subject to taxation ‘ while
the title remains in the original allottee, but not exceeding
twenty-one years from date of patent,’ unless it can be held that
under the provisions of section 68 of the supplemental agree-
ment, as follows:

St SISt 1t SIS RTeseat ATl D th oras T aid Chiostis
and Chickasaw nations—
the provisions of the quotation last above made from the
ment of June 28, 1898, are inconsistent with the provisions of the
supplemental agreement.

“SEMINOLE AGREEMENTS,

“The agreement with the Seminoles approved July 1,1898 (30
Stats., 567), provides that ‘All contraets for sale, disposition, or
incumbrance of any part of any allotment made prior to date of
patent shall be void." This agreement also provides that—

“When the tribal ﬁ:ammant shall cease to exist, the principal chief last
elected by said tribe shall execute, under his hand and the seal of the natio
and deliver to each allottee a d cony g to him all the right, tltlea;n
interest of the said nation and the mem thereof in and to the lands so
allotted to him, and the same shall thereupon operate as a relinquishment of
the right, title, and interest of the United States in and to the land embraced
in sa‘Ig conveyance, and as a rantee by the United States of the title of
said lands to the allottee; and the acceptance of such deed by the allottee
ghall be a relinquishment of his title to and interest in all other lands belon

ing to the tribe, except such as may have excep allotment an
held in common for other purposes. Each allottee shall designate one tract
of 40 acres, which shall, b ienable and

the terms of the deed, be made
nontaxable as a in perpetuity.”

‘ This agreement, it will be seen, provides that the homestead, in
perpetuity, shall be nontaxable, erefore it would seem that
all the lands allotted to Seminole citizens except the homestead
would become subject to taxation, under any circumstances, when
the tribal government shall have ceased. to exist.

*In the case of the United States v. Railroad Company it was
held by the Supreme Court of the United States that ‘A tax is
understood to be a charge and a peculiar burden for the support
of Government.” (17 Wall., 322-326).

** In the case of Perry v. Washburn, the Supreme Court of the
State of California held that a tax is a charge upon persons of
property to raise money for public purposes; it is not founded
upon contract and does not establish the relation of debtor and
creditor between the tax payer and the State (20 Cal., 818).

* From the above quotations it will be seen that the a ments
with the Creeks, Cherokees, and Seminoles specifically declare
that the homestead shall be nontaxable. If weapply the doctrine
of inclusio unius est, exclusio alterius (the inclusion of one is the
exclusion of another), it wonld seem that in these nations all of
the lands except the homesteads would become liable to taxation
as soon as a State government is established in the Indian Terri-
tory.

"yIf the provisions of the two agreements with the Choctaws
and Chickasaws are consistent, it wonld appear that all of the
lands allotted to the members of the two tribes would be non-
taxable as long as the title remained in the original allottee, not,
however, exceeding twenty-one years. The coal and asphalt lands
wonld unquestionably become subject to taxation as soon as the
Indian title became extinguished—that is, when the lands were
sold—as would also the residue of the lands not * reserved or other-
wise disposed of ’ mentioned in section 14 of the agreement ap-
proved July 1, 1902.”

Mr. President, from this summary will be seen the present con-
dition and state of the allotments which have been made in that
Territory. It is obvious from reading this summary and consid-
ering the work of the Dawes Commission that most of the work

in the matter of allotments, segregating lands, setting them apart
for the Indians has taken place. While one of the treaties con-
tains a provision that the tribal governments may continue until
1908, in the other cases it is simply permissive. But I insist that
it is unfair and unjust to the 400,000 white people who are living
in that Territory without any government at all to keep them
waiting until 1908 for the expiration of these tribal governments.

Placing the people of the Indian Territory in the condition of
statehood with Oklahoma will in no manner interfere with or dis-
turb the tribal governments, but, as a matter of fact, it is for the
advantage and benefit and interest of the Indians that the tribal
governments shall cease immediately. The Indians are now citi-
zens of the United States, and nearly all of them—all of them
with but a very few exceptions—are as competent to participate
in self-government as most of the other citizens of that Territory.
They are to a large extent white men, some of them with a little
Indian blood, just enongh to have connection with the tribes by
means of blood. Others, again, are members of the nations by

r . and some by adoption, but the great majority of the

nation—90 per cent of the people—are as competent and as well
qualified to participatein a State government, in county, township,
and local government, as are the other people of that Territory.

It is no injustice and it is no hardship to give them such a gov-
ernment. On the contrary, it is a great blessing to them. E.[‘ha
provisions of the substitute we reported in no manner interferes
with the relations between the Government of the United States
and the Indian nations in the matter of perfecting, consummating,
and carrying out their allotments of land.
_ It is claimed that a good deal of the property of this Territory
ig tied up and will not be taxable for a great many years. I pro-
pose now to read a statement I have carefully compiled from the
reports of the Dawes Commission and from the rts of the
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
as to the conditions of land in that Territory, what lands are alien-
able and what are not alienable, and what restrictions there are
uponb ?Iienaﬁon, and also what lands are taxable and what are not
taxable.

BEMINOLE NATION.

Take the Seminole Nation. The total acreage of land of that
nation is 865,851.57; reserved for town sites, schools, churches, rail-
road right of way, 2,272.65; acres subject toallotment, 363,578.92;
acres already allotted, nearly all of it, 844,948.28; leaving a sur-
plusof only 18,630.64 that have not been allotted in that nation.

Only the homesteads of the allottees are reserved from taxation,
an%stgl?se consist of 40 acres each. (Act July 1, 1808, 30 Stat.,
2 There were 2,754 allottees, so that the total number of acres
reserved from taxation aggregates 110,160, leaving subject to tax-
ation in this nation:

A T TR U o L v e o e o B M A 253, 418.92
Wewoka town 8ite (ACTO8) . o...ecrccecceiccncnsaasranm e mnasanasae 635
Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad, and St. Louis, Oklahoma

and S6uthern Railroad, miles. .. 25.00

These statistics are taken from the advance sheets of the report
of the Dawes Commission for the year ending June 80, 1902,

CREEE NATION.

The total acreage of land in the Creek Nation is 8,172,818.16
acres; reserved for town sites, schools, churches, etec., estimated,
15,000; acres subject to allotment, 8,157,818.16; acres allotted,
2,177,262.44; not allotted, 980,550.72.

Homesteads of 40 acres are reserved from taxation (section 16
of act approved June 30, 1902, and ratified by Creek council J
26, 1902). There are 14,924 allottees entitled to homesteads, mak-
ing the total acreage exempt from taxation 596,960, and leaving
the following property in this nation subject to taxation:

WX T T | e o S e S S ST, 2,560,853, 16
S town sites (aoTeR) - o it Rl NEa S amsacaene 10.048.70
Railroad mileage . .....ooccoceme e oo ccceeeccceecmaaaa 400,00

The above statistics are taken from Report of Dawes Commis-
gion, 1902.

CHEROKEE NATION.

Total acreage, in the neighborhood of 5,031,851; reserved for
town sites, 6,887.65; reserved for schools and churches, 1.000; re-
served for railroads, etc., 10,000; total, 18,000; leaving the total
amount of acres subject to allotment 5,013,351.

Nomne of this has yet been allotted, but a land office has been es-
tablished January 1, and the work of allotment is being taken
up. There are approximately 35,000 allottees, and under the
treaty ratified by the nation August 7, 1902, 40 acres are re-
served from taxation for homesteads, making a total of 1,400,000
acres. The following property in this nation after allotment
will be subject to taxation:

Aot n T (RCPER) 2 o Lt L i s e S Rk S e S
25 town Bites (RCTes) ... oo carazaeas i
right of way for railroads (miles).
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CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW NATIONS.

Total acreage (approximate), 11,338,985; reserved from allot-
ment—town sites, 32,8438.57; railroads, 20,000; schools, churches,
ete., 5,000; coal and asphalt 500,000; total, 558,000; leaving subject
to allotment 10,780,935.

Under the act approved July 1, 1902, and subsequently ratified
by both these tribes, none of the allotments are exempt from taxa-

tion. It therefore appears that the following property in these
nations will be subject to taxation as soon as the allotments are
completed: :

ANl TN e i

Ninoty-six town Bites . ..o ccveeccerenmennn
Mineral lands to be sold by Interior Department. .do.
Railroadsin this nation .. ccococeracc o somcccrn cacamcacanes t !

Now, summarizing as to what lands are taxable and nontaxable,
the statement is as follows:

Lands in the Five Civilized Tribes tarable and nontazable.

Nation. Taxable. |Nontaxable.

Acres.
110,160
1, 400, 000
596,

5,000
2,112,120

Taking all the five nations in the.a.igrf&at.e, the amount of land
that will be taxable as soon as all the allotments are completed
will be 17,226,558.08, and only 2,112,120 acres will be nontaxable,
and only a mna]]tgﬁﬂ- of that in perpetuity.

In addition to these lands of the reservation, the Quapaw Res-
ervation, in the northeast corner of Indian Territory, is omitted
from the foregoing tables. It containsabout 25,000 acres and has
all been allotted. p . )

As to this reservation I quote the following from Gideon's His-
tory of Indian Territory:

A tract of land in the northeast part of the Cherckee Nation is known as
the Quapaw Agency. In size it is scarcely a county, but several
remnangl of tribes who were once powerful reside inside its limits, Th
Quapaw, Peoria, Miami, Ottawa, Shawnee, Modoc, Wyandotte, and Seneca
reservations were all included. The Frisco Railroad passes through the Wy-
andotte Reservation, and a branch of the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Mem-

his connects Miami, the capital city, with the main line at Baxter Bpri:
ans. Miami, Wyandotte, and Peoria are all in te towns, and title

COrpOra;
can he given to real estate. The Miami Indians can sell 100 acres of their

allotments and can make a clear title, the Quapaws can sell inherited allot-

ments, and the Peorias can sell only a certain per cent of their holdings.
There is a strip of land 1 mile wide and 2 miles in length in the Wyandotte
Reservation in the center of which is the pretty little village of Wyandotte.
%hh? isu: thgngbgnh%amlzggi?ﬁﬁo:r and gxm.:g
eral gnn arms in its western Msp

Last March Mr. Moox, from the Committee on the Territories
of the other House, submitted a report to the House of Repre-
sentatives (Report No. 956, first session -seventh Congress)
to accompany H. R. 12268, which recommended the creation of
Jefferson Territory out of the area now embraced within the
borders of the Indian Territory. In that report the committee
considered the question of taxable property, and the following
extract is taken from that report:

The real estate in the Indian Territory is at present exempt from taxa-
tion, the title to the whole body of the lands outside of the towns being yet
in the Indians, but the taxable garopert;y is sufficient to rt a Territorial
government. The following data, obtained from reliable sources, give a
conservative estimate of some of the property subject to taxation:

Ninety incorporated towns, including only about 75,000 of the population,
have an ass: valuation of taxable property of $§20,000,000. A conservative
estimate of the taxable value of un.incor%;)mtedtowns is $5,000,000. TeAre
1,500,000 head of cattle, 400,000 head of horses, 65,000 head of mules, about
400,000 hogs, and a"\.ulﬁmad of she% There is invested in coal-mining and
coke-oven properties abont $4,000,000. There are 1,415 miles of railroad in
operation, and about 5300 miles now under construction. A conservative esti-
mate of the entire taxablo wealth of the Territory could not be less than

000,000. Noestimate ismade of corn, wheat,oats, and cotton, which are also
extensively produced in the Territory.

In this statement Mr. Moo~ has not taken into account, as I
have in the statement I have just read, the fact that in two of
these tribes, the Creeks and Seminoles, the allotments are practi-
cally completed, and that those lands are or will in the immediate
future be subject to taxation; and as to the other three nations the
Dawes Commission now is engaged in the work of making allot-
ments. They are trying to perfect the roll of citizenship. As
soon as those rolls are completed the work of allotment will go
on and, I think, inside of a year, or eighteen months at the furthest,
that work will be entirely completed.

Using the quotation just read by me in connection with the
foregoing; statistics, a reasonably conservative estimate of taxable
values of the Indian Territory inay be reached. In this estimate
I take $3 per acre as the average assessable value of the farm

XXXVI—46

Pmrerty subject to taxation as per estimate of House com-
R e ™ 1 Y 1
Farm lands in Seminole Nation now allotted and sabject to

taxation, 258, 418. @ acres, at §3 ... ___ . .. 760,255.78
Farm lands in Creek Nation now allotted and subject to taxa-

tion, lﬁm.ﬂ,atﬁ!......_.....-.........-.-A._________.___.____ 6, 531, 787.82
Rnﬂrﬂoa mileage included in House committes report, 1,415

miles,
Mileage now reported by Dawes Commission is 2,400 miles.
Exceml.(ll)miles,ntSTglllperm.ile_-................-._..-....._ 7,500, 000. 00
In ted towns in House committee report, 91,
Nmm 146,
D e as B W - i e e e e e 10, 000, 000. 060

Total at present subject to taxation...._. e e 84,791,043.08

I am taking the value of the personal E»roperty, the value of the
town sites, the value of the stock and the cattle and everything,
and the value in this estimate of the landsthat have been allotted
t-(it tb:io of the tribes in which the allotments are practically com-
pleted.

In addition to the above, as soon as allotments are completed
there will be lands subject to taxation as follows: '

Creek Nation, 980,5650.72 acres, 8t 88 . ceeeeeccocccmccamccaccnnann 041, 652, 16
Cherokee Nation, 5,013,551 acres, ﬁ. e , 040, 053,
Chickasaw and Choctaw nations:
10,095 acres, b $8 _ . __ o eeaana 32, 842, 805. 00
500,000 acres mineral and asphalt lands 25, 000, 000, 00
ot e e e 5, 324,510.16

This last $75,000,000 will be constantly coming in, and will
doubtless all be subject to taxation within two or three years
from this time.

In other words, there are practically now $84,000.000 worth of
property, at a low estimate, subject to taxation. The lands are
estimated at only 83 an acre, and they are;tgrobably worth from
$25 to §50. There are now $34,000,000 worth of property subject
to taxation, and in the near future.as soon as these allotments
are completed, there will be at least $75,000,000 to $80,000,000 more,
and that by only putting the value of the lands on the basis of $3
unac;':} and they are among the best agricultural lands in all this
country. .

I have now gone over the question of taxation of these lands,as
to what lands are taxable and what are not taxable. I now take
up and refer to the lands that are alienable and nonalienable.

LANDS INALTENABLE AND ALTENABLE, AND WHEN ALIENABLE.

Seminoles, 253,418 acres, alienable when patent issues.
Seminoles, 110,160 acres (40-acre homesteads); inalienable in

tuity.
m@atmkee, 3,681,351 acres, alienable in five years after issume of

Cherokee, 1,400,000 acres (40-acre homesteads); inalienable
during life of allottee, not exceeding twenty-one years.

Creek, 2,560,853 acres, not alienable without consent of Secre-
tary of Imterior till five years after approval of supplemental
treaty (June 30, 1902).

Creek, 596,960 acres (40-acre homesteads); inalienable for
twenty-one years after date of deed.

Choctaw and Chickasaw, 5,780,935 acres (160-acre homesteads);
inalienable during life of allottee, not exceeding twenty-one years
from date of certificates of allotment.

Choctaw and Chickasaw, 5,000,000 acres, alienable—one-fourth
in one year, one-fourth in three years, and one-half in five years
after issue of patent.

I have here, Mr. President, in this statement attempted to show
the exact condition of the land question in that Territory. I
have pointed out what progress has been made in the way of al-
lotments and I pointed out the condition of those lands when
allotments are completed, as to what lands are alienable and in-
alienable, and as to what lands are taxable and nontaxable, and
the limitations and gualifications in respect to alienation and tax-
ation.

I have pointed out these facts in such detail, Mr. President,
for the purpose of showing that there are no seriouns obstacles to
attaching Indian Territory to Oklahoma and making the two into
one State. The Indian Territory would be abundantly able to
share and bear its just proportion of taxes.

Perhaps, in the first instance, there might not be as many lands
taxable in Indian Territory as there are in Oklahoma, and yet I
doubt it. The bulk of the lands in Oklahoma are nontaxable until
a patent has been issued. Most of them have been entered under
the homestead law, and lands that have been entered under the
homestead law are not taxable until a final patent is issued. Ido
not know whether they do in Oklahoma as we have done in Minne-
sota and in some of the Western States—tax the improvements of
the homesteaders. But until a patent is issned, which, except in
commutation cases, can not be until after five years, the lands
are not taxable. It would be a great labor, but I think if we had
a complete list from the Land Office giving a description of every
homestead entry made in Oklahoma Territory, if we had a complete
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list of the homestead entries, their dates, and the facts, showing
what entries have been proved up and gatented and what not, we
should find that the bulk of the land in Oklahoma Territory to-day
is not taxable and will not be for some years to come.

I see sitting at my left here the able junior Senator from South
Dakota, my near neighbor [Mr. McCunBeRr]. He knows full well
the trnth of what I spealk in this connection, that homestead lands
are not taxable before final entry. That should be taken into
account, Mr. President.

I may say for those who are not familiar with that law that a
homesteader, under existing laws, makes his first or preliminary
entry. That is the beginning of it. He can, after settling on the
land, cultivating it, and living on it for fourteen months, com-
mute it—that is, furnish proof that he has complied with the law
for fourteen months and pay for the land. That gives him a cer-
tificate of entry, and in due course a patent is issned. But if he
does not choose to pay for the land, he can live on it seven years.
He can prove up at the end of five years.

Five years’ residence entitles him to a free entry of the land if
he proves his residence and cultivation, but he can take two
years more. A homesteader who is not anxious to sell his land,
in a great many cases avails himself of the two years for proving
up, so that he has seven years. If yon take into account the fact
that a great many of these lands have been recently opened you
will see that a large portion of the lands in that Territory are not
subject to taxation. I think by the time all the available lands
have been entered as homesteads and by the time those entries
have been consummated and reduced to ultimate patents of title,
the bulk of the land in the Indian Territory will become taxable.

So, when we come to the matter of taxation of real estate, Mr.
President, we find that there will be as much real estate taxable
in the near future in Indian Territory as in Oklahoma.

The Indian Territory has one class of property that is immedi-
ately taxable that Oklahoma has not. I refer to the valuable coal
fields. Five hundred thousand acres of those valuable coal lands
are to be segregated and immediately available for disposal.
There is an asset for taxation that equals thousands of acres of
homestead lands.

So, Mr. President, in the matter of taxation, asI said a moment
ago, Indian Territory is at this particular instant, and would be as
soon as the two Territories are combined, united, and admitted as
one State, fully competent and able to bear her full share of the
burdens of taxation. There can be no question as to that.

The substitute r by the committee does not interfere
with allotments; it does not interfere with the consummationand
perfection of allotments of land in that Territory; it does not in-
terfere with any of the ial rights of the Indians. But sup-
pose it did interfere with that provision which says that tribal
government shall not cease until 1906, § submit that it would be
a blessing to the Indians to obliterate those governments before
that time. These tribal governments have been as great a curse
as firewater has been to the Indians; those tribal governments,
from the very beginning down to the present time, have been a
curse and a nightmare to the development of those Indians, and
it would be a blessing, now that they are citizens of the United
States, to put them on a par with other citizens and give them all
the privileges and immunities that other citizens of the United
States enjoy.

Mr. ERIDGE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Min-
nesota yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. N. Certainly. .

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Theconventionat Oklahoma City held last
week had as its president a full-blood Indian; as its permanent
chairman an Indian from the Indian Territory; as its secretary
an Indian from the Indian Territory; and Indians from the In-
dian Territory wereamong the delegates demanding the very relief
which the substitute proposed by the committee affords; demand-
ing and begging this %ongreaﬂ to give them relief from the tribal
condition of which the Senator so cogently speaks.

Mr. NELSON. I have no doubt, Mr. President, but that a
at and large majority of the members of the Five Civilized
ibes are as anxious for statehood as are the white people in that

Territory, because their petg tribal governments have been a
curse and a burden to them; they have been simply instruments
in the hands of afew schemers among their own people, and often-
times of white schemers, who are ex officio members of the tribe
gimply by marriage or adoption.

r. President, I am about done. Perhaps I owe an apology to
the Senate for taking up so much of its time, but I have endeav-
ored from first to last, in my humble way, in a plain and unvar-
nished manner, to point out the important facts and circum-
stances which onght to gnide and govern us in a matter of such
great moment. At the outset, Mr. President, I briefly pointed
ont the general principles that onght to control us in the admis-
sion of new Territories as States in respect to population, in re-

pect to numbers, in respect to the moral and intellectual quali-
ties of the people, and in respect to their industrial and economic
develogmentaastates. Then, after laying down those general
rules, I proceeded to take up these Territories. one by one.

I first took t;g the Territory of Arizona. I pointed out in that
case, in as brief a manner as I possibly conld and do the matter
justice, first, that as to population, geducting the Indians not
entitled to representation under any circumstances, giving that
Territory it for all that it reasonably can claim at this time,
it did not have a g)pulation which entit{eﬂ it to one Representa-
tive in the other House of Congress. Taking the figures of the
census as a basis and allowing them the same rate of increase
they had from 1890 to 1900, they have at this time not much over
106,000 people. If you take the statistics of the Indian Office as
to number of the Indian population, they would have only a
little over a hundred thousand. They have only a little more
than one-half of the ratio entitling them to a %epresenmtive
in the other House of Congress.

In the next place, I pointed out the fact—and in respect to Ari-
zona I did not go outside of the statistics of the census—that in
the matter of illiteracy the people of Arizona occupy a very low
level, a lower level than any of the States of this country except
a few of the old slave States which, in the days prior to the civil
war, were burdened with a large slave population. I showed the

great disc cy with reference to illiteracy between that Terri-
tory and all the t and growinﬁlgnd progressive States of the
country. Then Ishowed that the industrial life of the people was
ina t and comatose condition; that only a mere fraction,

a mere bagatelle, less than 1 per cent, far less—I do not remem-
ber the exact f the area of that Territory has ever been
under cultivation; that cultivation is limited by irrigation, and
that irrigation has reached its limits.

Cattle raising and agriculture, for the lack of water, for the
want of irrigation, for a long time have been at a standstill.
Their mining industry, for which so much has been claimed, is
exceedingly %mu ited. Aside from that of copper, of which there
is some mining, their gold and silver mining is very slight indeed;
and as to coal there is almost next to nothing.

Take the Territory as a whole in respect to the number of its
people, in respect to their quality andeapacity forself-government,
in respect to their industrial and economic development, and it
seems to me, Mr. President, the Territory of Arizona is at this
time wholly unfit for statehood, and that it onght to remain in a
Territorial condition for some time to come. It ought to remain
in that condition, Mr. President, for another reason; and that is,
by recent legislation of Congress we have made provision for a
vast scheme of irrigation under the aunspices and at the expense
of the Federal Government. That law ought to have a chance
to operate for the good of those people; that law uught to have
time to confer the blessings that are to come to the people of Ari-
zona, as they will come to other portions of the arid belt—like
Divine grace, without price.

If we admit those people to statehood at this time, the
moters and the schemers, who have all kinds of schemes of irri-
gation for the purpose of promoting stock jobbing and disposi
of land, will go there; they will run the Territory and the mu-
nicipalities into debt; whereas if the people are left in a Terri-
torial condition, they can gradually, without any expense, under
the blessings of the recentlegislation passed by Congress, towhich
I have already referred, secure that water supglﬁ;‘ that irrigation
which is so essential to their industrial life and happiness.

I am now only making a brief I next took up the
case of New Mexico. In the case of New Mexico, althongh it is
one of the oldest settled portions of the United States, which has
been settled for more than three hundred years, yet at this mo-
ment, if we deduct the nonrepresentative Indian population, it
has ]:mrels:nough people for one Representative in the other
House of Congress.

If there were no objection but the mere matter of numbers I
should have nothing to say; but when you come to examine the
character of that population you find a population in that Terri-
tory more un-American in all its characteristics than you find
anywhere else in our borders between the two great oceans. It
is to-day, as I said, Mr. President, as it has been in the past, a

ortion of old Mexico injected into the bowels of the United
gtat.es. The characteristics which it possessed in its earliest period
it still in a great degree, and on account of the climate,
the soil, and other things there has not been sufficient imnmi
tion of Americans to Americanize that country and make it li
the rest of the United States.

Notwithstandigﬁ all the advantages of a Territorial govern-
ment—the game advantages of Territorial government t the
other Territories of the Northwest enjoyed—they never had a
public school system established in New Mexico prior to 1888,
althou%h they became an organized Territory as early as 1851.
They did not make as much progress in the matter of public
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education for the massesof their people from 1851 t0 1888, a period
of thirty-seven y , as the people of Porto Rico have made
within the last two years, since we passed the act organizing and
establishing the Territorial government of Porto Rico.

But thatis not all, Mr. President. Iam not finding fault be-
cause those people are of Mexican descent. That is not at all to

their discredit. What I am finding fault with them for is that
they do not become Americanized, and that they still the
Spanish langnage. Two-thirds of the le of that Territory
are known as Spanish-Mexicans, and with them the lan-

guage is still the Emdominatinﬁ langnage. In their publicschools
Spanish is taught side by side and on a footing of equality
with English, and in many schools back in the country districts
they teachnothing but Sﬁ;ﬁsh.

Look at their courts, Mr. President, and you have a spectacle
in reference to the administration of justice that you do not find
anywhere else under the jurisdiction of our Government ontside
of i;orto Rico and the Philippine Islands. In those courts they
have interpreters not only to interpret the testimony of wit-
nesses—for that is common enough and occurs all over the coun-
try—but they have interpreters to interpret the arguments of
counsel to the jury, to interpret the charge of the court to the
;iutry, %nd, Wh‘;tt isdmo:& in many instances o theysm:}rll interpreters
into the grand an it jury rooms, among the Jurt{man—
a thing r:goger haardpgf anywhere else in all this broad land. I do
not think youn will find any court ontside the courts of New Mex-
ico that would tolerate an interpreter g% in among the jurors
when they are deliberating on their verdict. The same thing
takes place in the legislative halls, where they use the Spanish
langnage fully as much as the English. Their laws are printed
in both lan, —Spanish and English.

Go to their justices’ courts, and you find almost all the justices’
courts in that country are wholly conducted in the Spanish lan-
guage. Their dockets—and everybody who is familiar with ju-
ringmdence knows what a justice’s docket is—from beginning to
end are in the ?}Jamsh language. A man going to that country
to examine the dockets of any of those justices’ courts and to ex-
amine the proceedings, if he came there blindfolded would think
that he was in Spain or old Mexico, and not in a portion of the
United States that has been a part of onr country ever since Gen-
eral Kearney and Colonel Doniphan occupied that country in 1846.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is there no hope for a change?

Mr. NELSON. Yes; there is hope for a change; and I want to
give those people an opportunity of a training school, as
good a training school as any of us need—a well-organi Ter-
ritorial government. The State of the honorable tor from
Oregon was for some time a Terri , and all the t North-
western States have been in a Territorial condition; but although
they occupied that position, they never allowed that to stop the
wheels of progress.

I live in a State, Mr. President, where perhaps one-fourth of
the population is of foreign birth, and yet I have never known
anywhere in that State—and I have practiced law in many coun-
ties of the State—such a thing as an interpreter standing up be-
gide a lawyer and interpreting his argnment to the jury; I have
never known the charge of a judge interpreted to the jury, and I
have never known such a thing as an in ing sent in
with a grand jury or a petit jury to interpret and deliberate with
them, except in New Mexico.

Mr. SPOONER. Such a thing would vitiate the verdict of a
jury almost anywhere else.

Mr. NELSON. Yes; it would anywhere else except in New
Mexico vitiate a verdict, as the Senator from Wisconsin says. To
allow a man to go into a jury room when the jury were deliberat-
ing, and he not a member of the jury, would be ground for set-
tﬁug aside an indictment in any court except in the courts of New

exico.

As I was saying, I have never known of such a thing in my

rtion of the conntry, and there we have never had the laws pub-

ished in any but the Ehzﬁllish language. Omur public schools are
condneted in the English language even in the districts—and
there are many of them—where the bulk of the population were
born in foreign countries; and yet they are as lo and as faith-
ful to the American system of public schools as thongh they were
to the manner born. But how is it in New Mexico? In spite of
all the advantages they have had, those people are still Spanish,
still nn-American, still backward. Those people are not at this
time fit and gualified for or entitled to State government.

1t is for our interest to be, and if is one ogothe glories of this
county that we are, a homogeneous, Anglo-Saxon nation, speak-
ing the English langnage. We do not want any other
to usurp and maintain a foothold in this country; we do not
want a Spain, or a Germany, or a Norway, or anything else of
that kind in this country; we want the whole of it a homoge-
neous, Anglo-Saxon. English-speaking people; and so long as any
portion of our conntry is in that un-American condition in respect

to langnage and education I submit that it ought to remain in a
state ?)f)FFﬂage and as a Territory until it has reached the full
of American citizenship.

It is no hardship to the people of New Mexico, as it would be for
the people of the Indian Territory, to be deprived of admission
into the Union, They have a good government. Congress has

iven them a large school grant, greater than was given to the

orthwestern States. Let them utilize that school grant; let them
Americanize themselves; let the proceedings of their courts and
their legislature be conducted in English; let them publish their
laws gin the English language and have their schools tedch
nothing but English, except in their higher schools, where they
teach a foreign language as one of the dead languages. All these
they can accomplish while in a Territorial condition; and

until they have accomplished and availed themselves of these
m they have not the right to come here and apply for

In this matter, Mr. President, it is not the clamor of the poli-
ticians and the promoters to which we onght to listen, but we
ought to listen to the conscience and voice and sober sense of the
American people, and not do what those politicians and promot-
ers ask us to do, but do what is best for the highest good and the
greatest blessing of the American geopla.

Now, cominghto Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, I am
actnated by no hostility to the people of Oklahoma. When
came here some years ago to get the free homestead bill L
al h but few people in my State had an interest in it, and
that a limited one, I was anxions to pass that bill for the relief
and help of the people of Oklahoma, for it helped more people in
that country than anywhere else,

Mr. President ([:Mr FrYE in the chair], you will remember I
stood up in this Chamber and got the unanimous consent of the
Senate to pass the free homestead bill, and no legislation outside
of that establishinf Territorial governments in Oklahoma has con-
ferred a greater blessing upon the pecégla of that Territory than
that act. Their great pro, from the time they became a Ter-
ritory until to-day shows that they have not been in a political
strait-jacket. They have not been too tightly laced for their own
P . They have grown and prospered as mpidllghas have any
of the great and growing Northwestern States. ey are not
hampered or restrained either by legislation or for want of good
administration. They do not er for the want of good govern-
ment. But take their sister Territory right by their side. Look

at the conditions there.

Four hundred thousand people of our own kith and kin, as
intelligent, as energetic and prosperous, and as good American
citizens as there are in any portfion of this country, and to-day
they are utterly helpless. It is as though their arms and legs
were entirely shackled. They have no schools for the children
except in a few limited instances, and they have no counlﬁ; town,
or municipal government except in a few town sites. ey are
utterly helpless. They have come there at the request and on the
invitation of the members of the Five Civilized Nations to build
up that mnntrgdand they have made it a prosperous country—a
very garden of Eden; but still theyare there as the ites
were in Egypt under the administration of Phamo}l)fo

Are we to leave them in that condition? No. There is no haste
about Arizona; there is no haste about New Mexico; there is no
haste even abont Oklahoma; but there is haste in regard to the
Indian Territory. There is that haste which comes from justice
and equity and a purpose to do right: there is haste about doing
justice to the people of the Indian Territory and ﬁrvmg them a

government as soon as practicable; and now, Mr. President,
is the accepted time. Let us unite these two little Territories,

in area, with a ragged. broken frontier between them, as
ragged and broken as though a limb or a bone had been frac-
tured; let us unite those ligaments that were once together, and
make them into one State that will com: in area and dignity
with the other great States of the Mississippi Valley—with the
State of Arkansas, the State of Kansas, the State of Nebraska, the
State of South Dakota, and the State of North Dakota, in the very
same row of States.

1t is to the advantage of those people to be a great State, on a
par with the other great States of the Union. And then look at
the great mutnal advantages which would come of their union.
In natural resources one Territory is the complement of the other.
Oklahoma is a prairie country, with little or no timber, and no
coal. The eastern half of it is a fertile agricultural country; the
west half well within the semiarid belt, a grazing and cattle
country. Eastof it is the Indian Territory, with an abundance
of water, with over a million acres of good, valuable fimber, includ-
ing pine and hard wood; and with .a large quantity of coal for
fuel, one of the greatest necessities of life. What one Territo
lacks the other has. By uniting these two Territories, yon w{ﬁ
have a State that will be possessed of all the great resources that
are essential to the development of a State. You will have a
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stock-raising State; yon will have an agricultural State; you will
have a mining State; you will have a lnmbering State; youn will
have a coal-producing State, all in one.

Then look at the great commercial advantages. Every Senator
knows what the crossing of State lines means, not only in the
matter of arresting and capturing criminals, but also in the mat-
ter of traffic and transportation. Under our dual system of gov-
ernment State regulation and State control in reference to rail-
road and other transportation islimited to the traffic and commerce

inning and ending in a single State. If it extends beyond the
limits of that State it is subject to interstate law, subject to
Federal power. If the two Territories separate, the conveyance
of coal by rail from the Choctaw Nation into Oklahoma would
come under the interstate or Federal law. If you have these two
combined, coal will be carried from the realmsof the Choctaw
Nation to the people of Oklahoma under one political head, under
one legislative and judicial system, which will enable those peo-
ple to protect themselves against monopoly in mining and trans-
portation, and what that means we know full well by our expe-
riences in the recent great coal strike.

For the good of the people of both Territories, on account of
their natural resources, I say they ought to be one, and that
it would be an act of cruelty to separate them—separate what
you might say that God hath joined tc&ethar—sepmte them and
cast them adrift, isolated from each other, commercially and in-
dustrially. 3

As I have shown, there is no hardship to the people of Okla-
homa in being united with the Indian Territory. If you take
into account all the lands that have been entered under the
homestead law in Oklahoma Territory, there are about as many
lands—or there will be within the next year—subject to taxation
in the Indian Territory as there are in Oklahoma. If you take
into account also the numerous town sites that have been settled
by those 400,000 white men, the very valuable coal and asphalt
fields that are now being developed on such an extensive scale—
take all these into account and there is no doubt at all abont the
people of the Indian Territory being competent and able to bear
the full burdens of taxation.

It is not fair, as I said yesterday, for the le of Oklahoma
to say, *“ Let us in now, and then put in a clause providing that
we can afterwards take in the Indian Territory.”” The peo-

le of the Indian Territory, if they are to be a part of the com-
Einad State, ought to be admitted at the same time, in order that
they may all participate in the constitutional convention and have
a voice as to the fundamental principles of ﬁ::vemment. Why
shounld not the 400,000 white people of the Indian Territory have
the right to participate in a constitutional convention and express
their ¥iews as to the constitutional government as well as the
people of Oklahoma? Why should we compel them to accept a
made government and let them in afterwards. as it were,
by grace? X

“1 submit, Mr. President, that as a matter of fairness and as a
matter of justice, if we are ever going to combine the two into
one, let us combine them now, at the time when we admit them
into the Union. By doing so the people of the two Territories—
and I want to say that in the committee's substitute in the
matter of delegates to the constitutional convention w«;lf)ut
them on a footing of equality—if we admit them now and allow
them jointly to come in, the people of the Indian Territory will
have the same voice and the same optportunity as those of Okla-
homa to express their views on the formation of a constitution
and a State government, as they ought to have, and any other
method of joining them together would be unjust in the extreme
to the people of Indian Territory. )

Mr. ﬁ-esident, I have not occupied the attention of the Senate
just for the mere love of debate; I haye not occupied it for the
purpose of filibustering; I have oceupied it, in my humble way, to

present all the facts bearing upon the question fully and fairly
to the Senate of the United States. I have attacked nobody; I

have abused nobody: I have simply aimed, from histor{; from
statistics, and from the evidence, to lay the facts before the Sen-
ate in order that every Senator may judge of them as I judge of
them. I have no doubt but that every Senator is actuated by the
same spirit by whichTam actuated, and that is to do what is best
for our great country. Iam actuated by no hostility to the ];enple
of Arizona or New Mexico as such; but while I love them, I love
the United States of America more, and what is for the good of
our great country, the united whole, is uppermost in my heart
and affection.

The Secretary read as follows:

PURCELL, IND. T., December 28, 1902.

Hon. Kxure NELsox, Washington, D. C.

DeAR Sin: Outside of a few officeholders and politicians the fight you are
making for single statehood is unanimously approved of by all therepresent-
ative people of both Territories, including the t Indian citizens.

We not only believe you are fighting for what you believe to be right, but
that you are demanding that justice be done 400,000 representative American

citizens who have even been denied the educational facilities extended to the
half-civilized Filipinos.
‘Wishing you success, I am, respactfully, J. M. BRONAUGH.

PURCELL, IND. T., December 27, 1503,
Hon. KExuTE NELSON,

United States Senator, Washington, D. C.
DeAR Sin: I for one (and I think I voice the sentiment of 90 per cent of

gonp ol oma and Indian Territory) sincerely desire that the Nel-
gon bhill admjtﬁ:if Oklahoma and Indian Territory as one State be passed im-
mediately and allow us people a future for our chﬁdm in way of educational

features, not mentioning other benefits which are apparent.
Respectfully,
J. W. HUDSON.

OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA., December 5, 1902,
ExuTE NEL

LBOXN,
United States Senale, Washington, D. C.:
One hundred fifty Republicans, 150 Democrats, constituting Oklahoma City
commercial or%::imﬁon. heartily indorse your statehood b We are for
one State first, last, and all the time.
OELAHOMA
A. H. CLAS

Hon.

City COMMERCTAL CLUB,
SEN, President.

[From the Shawnee Herald.]
BINGLE STATEHOOD ON TOP.

The Herald has frequently called attention to the anomalons political con-
ditions that hedged about the statehood condition. Dnrinf the last campai
much capital was made by the MeGuire supporters ont of the fact that the
Democratic platform was not in line with ihe Democratic members of Con-

and the Senate, who were known to be sal.idlf stlggporting the omnibus
gill. On the other hand, the Herald frequently pointed out that the Repub-
lican platform in this Territory was wholly at variance with the undoubted
attitude of the Republican Senators in whose hands the fate of statehood
lay, The action of the Senate committee yestarday in knocking out the om-
nibus bill and subst®uting therefor a sensible, rational, out-and-out single
wd bill is a thorough vindication of the Democratic platform in the
late election, and puts those mblicans who voted for Bill 81'0&5 and single
statehood in the front rank of their &nrty in the Territory. No greater re-
buke has ever been administered to the traitors, cowards, and ut politi-
the warfare for an emasculated State of O oma alone
for ml?aﬁfmm and nondescripts of Arizona and New Mexico,
%am million splendid Americans who are our neighbors
o .

cians who wa,
and stateh
while defamin
in the Indian

ORLAHOMA CITY, OKLA., December 4, 1902,
Hon. KEXUTE NELSON, M. C

4 :
United States Senate, W’mmgfﬂn, P,

My DEAR SENATOR: Pardon me for referring to our former a(;glus.tntnnce.
dating back to 1888, 1889, and 1808; first, during legislation for the
of Oklahoma to homestead settlement, and later at the antitrust convention
at Music Hall, Chicago. In reference tosingle statehood, I saw by the dailies
on yesterday that you, chairman-of the Senate Territorinl Committee, re-
EJ ed a substitute bill for the Flynn bill; that your bill provides for creat-

¢ a State out of or combining the Oklahoma and Indian Territories in one
State. In this you are right, and nothing short of eract.;lg one grand, im-

ing, magnificent State out of these two Territories should be attempted
¥ the United States Congress. i

Were single statehood submitted to a nonpartisan vote, I think I do not
overestimate the result when eaying that 8) per cent of the people of both
Territories would be cast for just such & measure—the bill you now advocate—
as the commercial and political, and, I may . social interests are so thor-
onghly cemented together that it would not be short of criminal neglect on
the part of Congress to create two States where but one should be established
for the good of all concerned. Give to our peaple one State and you will have
added to the satellites of this great and grand Union of States a common-
wealth second to no State in our grand galaxy of Stat=s,all things mnsidemda
associated with intellect, wealth, patriotism, and greatness. And we, the ol
pioneers who fought her early battles and spent the best years of our lives
struggling on and on for homestead settlement, never entertained the faint-
est opinion that else than one grand State would some day favor tha citizens
and &ha‘bitsnts of these twin Territories. Trusting in your ability as one of
our leading, broad-ganged statesmen, we now flatter ourselves with foreseen
success at your hands. Thanking you for the manly stand you have taken
in the interest of all concerned, I wEl close by wishing you success,

Very respectfully, yours,
SAML. CROCEER.

THEODORE ROOSEVELT REPUBLICAN CLUB, No. 1.
Sapulpa, Ind. Ter., December 4, 1908,
Hon. KNUTE NELSON, Washington, D. C.

DEAR Sir: The above heading will tell you what my political belief is,
and the people here unanimously, except the mrg:etbags;ﬁr gang who have
been Lm;;o here to hold ce, approve the bill reported by the com-
mittee, of which you are one, for the ission of this Territory with Okla-
homa into one State, and sincerely hope it will soon become a law.

Very truly, J.J. JONES.

OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA., December 5, 1902,
ENUTE NELSON,

0mn.
United States Senator from Mi ta, Washington. D. C.

DeAR Bir: [ desire to congratulate you on the noble, statesmanlike, and
}:tﬂotic stand you have taken r?[gardm statehood for Oklahoma and the
dian Territory. Like yourself,Iama Eepulglican. but I believe there are
times when we should above partisan pelitics and do those things that
are best for all the people and for the whole nation. The creation of a State
ont of Oklahoma and the Indian Territory may mfhl{obo a temporary ad-
vantage to the Democratic party. The great State of Iown was once Demo-
cratic, and now it is represented by the _stnrc:jy Arnrison and the brilliant
DoLLIVER. Indiana was once Democratic and now is rearesentad by two
liant and brainy Republicans, and there was a time in the history of this
nation when your own State was not considered as rock-ribbed in Republie-
Anism. & 1us one strong, wealthy, conservative State, so that in case the
hot winds should blow in a few months' time we would not relapse into a
on of desolation and starvation. A strong State means conservatism.
atulate you on the stand whic
¥, yours,

n con
ery

you have taken.
D.C. LEWIS.




1903.

CONGRESSION_AL | REGORD'—SENATE.

725

OELAHOMA CITY, OKLA., December 11, 1902,
United States Senator BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.

DeAR S1r: Iam proud to see that you are so ably hadinf the fight for the
Nelson bill and against the omnibus bill now genﬂing. live in
where a majority favor single statehood, but where some active politicians
for selfish reasons want to defeat that measure. Thereareno grounds for
gppoaitnon except dpumly selfish ones. Guthrie, the present capital of this

erritory, is afraid of her life, that she will lose the capital, while E1 Reno has
some small hopes of gecuring it if Oklahoma can be made a State now, but the
fmt host of the people of both the Indian and Oklahoma es care
or nothing just now but one great and grand State made up of the two
Territories combined.

I have traveled commercially the two Territories for nine years, know the
resources of both, and the combined resources of the two are s lut;}f neces-
Bary to make a prosperous State. I have always supported Dennis up
to this campaign, and told him plainly, some time since, that I no longer
could do so. ow, to encourage you, I say use svery;l)\qur at your com-
mand, call for expression and support from the two Territories, bﬂn&;o
bear every known or unkpown tactics, and defeat this selfish measure, that
if snccesgnl, would forever divide the two Territories and thus defeat what
God and common sense intends shall be—one grand and glorious State, a
State that will be an honor and a pride to the Union and also to its citizens.

Make this the fight of your life, dear Senator, and its success will make
you the most honored of all men by the people of the two Territories.

Yours, truly,
C. N. WHEELER,
Elreno, Okla,

OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA., December 12, 1002,
Hon. ALBERT BEVERIDGE,

Washington, D. C.

DEAR SIR: Having had one ?rear's residence in Oklahoma, I have had an
g&}])ortumty to study some of the wants and needs of her nlcl]:\le, and I am
roughly convinced that at least % per cent of all the th ng people are
unequivocally for single statehood (Oklahoma and Indian Territory as one);
that those opposing this measure very largely represent selfish interests.
I fm“t.hergeliavu that the leading business men care so little for the per-
manent location of the capital that this city will never enter into a scrim-

mage to secure same.
The people here are with you in this contest, and I beg to add my humble

indorsement.
Very truly, yours, E. R. FULLER.
INDIAN TERRITORY BANKERS' ASSOCTATION.
PRESIDENT'S OFFICE,
Purcell, Ind. F., December 12, 1902,
Hon. A. J. BEVERIDG

B,
United States Senate, Washington, D, C, - .
DEAR BI1Rr: Please accept these few lines on the statehood question. Inthat
vast tract of land lying between the Mississi River and Rocky Moun-
tains there is a line ru.un:in%lrrom the Gulf of Mexico to the northern bound-
ary of the United States which divides the good land from the bad, the fer-
tile from thearid. That line runsabout along the ninety-eighth meridianand
passes through the center of Texas, through the eastern part of Oklahoma,
through the central part of Kansas and Nebraska, and through the eastern
rt of the Dakotas. West of that line the land is arid, and east of it lies the
ertile land. We find the States of Iowa, Missouri, eastern Kansas, eastern
Nebraska, the eastern part of the Dakotas, eastern Texas and the entire
Indian Territory east of thatline. West of it we find the desert land of Texas,
the barren lands of Kansas and Nebraska and the Dakotas and fully three-
fourths of Oklahoma. i
The eastern half of that tier of States is batter than the western half in
every instance, and in the eastern Lalf will be found the bulk of the popu-
lation, the bulk of the wealth, the educational institutions, the commercial
supremacy, the seat of political power, and the larger and more im nt
cities. The same will be true of the State made out of Oklahoma and Indian
Territory,and it would certa’nly be unfair and unjust to give Oklahoma state-
hood now and later on attach fhe Indian Territory with its greater ula-
tion, greater wealth, etc., after Oklahoma had the laws to suit herself
and had appropriated all of the State institutions to her part of the State.
At nt & large majority of the people of the Indian Terﬁturﬁlfnvm-
one State, but the instant you give statchood to Oklahoma alone, that in-
stant every man, woman. and child in the Indian Territory will favor
another State of the Indian Territory, and yo1 conld not blame them.
Please tell Senator QUAY that the people of the Indian Territory will pay
their partof the State taxes and that they will also take eare of their munie-
ﬁ and countytaxes. Before the tribal governments are exti edand
ost by the time a State government could be established, if your bill
msea now, the United States Government will literally dump into the In-
0T States
checks

erritory about $3.L000,000 in actual cash or United
. That is the money the Indians will receive from the sale of town
lots and coal and other mineral lands, and the money now standing to the
credit of the Five Civilized Tribeson the books of the United States Treasurer.

This $50.000.000 added to the immense personal property wealth of the In-
dian Territory wonld exceed the entire taxable l.fu:m of Oklahoma. So
}'?uhsee we of the Indian Territory would be pe ecg; able to pay our part
of the taxes.

It may surprise you to know that the Indian Territory has more national
banks than s dozen or more of the old Eastern and Southern States.

Indian Territory has more banks than Arizona and New Mexico combined;
in fact, has twice as many as those two Territories.

The Indian Territory has almost twice as much banking capital as Arizona
and New Mexico combined, and she has very near twice as much in bank
deposits as Arizona and New Mexico combined. .

know your time forbids, or I wonld like to give you more information in
my way.
+ The {riemis of single statehood of the two Territories are willing to sub-
mit the single statehood question to a vote of the people of Oklahoma and
In:‘lair:mh’l‘:irritoryﬁ that bill will d with personal thanks fi
it neere hope our pass, an or
the great effort you are m{mg for right and reason, I beg to remain,

7 W. M. TOMLIN.

KAw City, OKLA., December 24, 1002,
Hon. ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE,

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. -

S1r: Iregretted that I did not havea further o ty to discuss Okla-
homa matters with 53:::1 while you were here, but my views were outlined
in my report to the retary of the Interior about a year ago, which I as-
sum u have probably read. Matters in reference to statehood and the In-
dian Territory are found on the last pages of that report.

I have had little t}uast.ion in my mind about what you and Emr committee
would recommend in the premises; that is to say, =o far as the general fea-
o gtlm.r recommendation are concerned. I believe that the conditions
Oklahoma and the Indian Territory suggest but one course when
conditions are understdod, and that is that the two Territofies be united
in one State. I have been surprised that the omnibus statehood bill has re-
ceived as much consideration as it has,

I hav&always believed that when Congress should come to seriously con-
sider Oklahoma’s admission to statehood they would find so many important
questions pecnliar to our condition that no law favoring statehood would be
hastily passed, but that ample time for the fullest consideration of the whole
qnast%n would be allowed.

In my report tothe Becretary of the Interior, alittle over a yearago, made
when I eﬂstfm ernor of the Territory, I called attention to some of the con-
ditions Hng in the Indian Territory, aasuming:mtoongreaa would deem
it wise to defer statehood until these conditions had been rectifled and that
Territory prepared for statehood with Oklahoma. The su
made are as pertinent as ever, except where they may have
modified to meet Ieﬁat‘lﬁm enacted since they were made.

The Eeupla of Oklahoma feel they are entitled to statehood, and our social
and political conditions are known to be such as to recommend us to Con-
E:erﬁ' Our ;phical area I have always considered an insurmountable

er.

ons I then
n or may be

geogra

I presume it would be impossible for Congress to framea bill, now or at
any future session, satisfactory to the people of both Territories. Many west-
tern Oklahoma people oppose statehood in union with the Indian Territory.
Their opposition has a eelfish basis as they consider that in case of such a
union their chances for public institutions and offices would be themb%ea—
cened. Some of the people in the Indian Territory object to union m
similar motives.

But there is one objection urged some Oklahoma people inst single
statehood which has some real m and that is that the n Terri

in =
tory sections 16 and 36 have not been set aside for sehootll&mrposos, and th:;

we are asked totake in that Territory stripped of that endowment. I thi
this is one of the most important questions with which Congress has to deal,
and it should be met in a practical, businesslike way, and that these sections

should yet be set aside Con, for common-school maintenance, and
whers are occupied by Indians as homesteads other lands should be
given the holders, the Indians being paid for them by Congress at an ap-

value asa for allotments.

The lawyer who only gives a technical opinion will no doubt ans that this
would conflict with treaty stipulatons, and that it can not be done, but I
believe that these are matters of such grave importance this should be done,
and that Congress can and will find a way to do it without violating the rights
of the Indians in any manner,

Oklahoma was originally opened under an amendment tacked on to the In-
dian appropriation bill in the House, which was inmmglete. and as a result
our p?ﬂlla came in and took possession of the land and lived on it without
any civil government for more than ayear. The Cherokee Oatlot was opened
for settlement in the same way, after bills had been reported by the com-
mittee and diseussed on the floor and failed to pass, the peneral features of
which were afterwards tacked on to the appropriation bill as an amendment
in the closinz hours of the session. :

But the fact that this important legislation was passed in this manner,
however, has not prevented Oklaboma from mkinﬁ unparalleled progress
and demonstrating the errorof judgment expressed by members of Congress
who the opening for tue reason that Indian titles were not extin-
guished, and that the conditions were not yet ready to allow the country
to be thrown open to settlement.

I think that the conditions in the Indian Territory which are urged as
objections to statzhood can be corrected under statchood better than un-
der any other conditions, but the longer the present ennditions ara allowed
to exist the more difficult it will be to recover from their influences. The In-
dian Territory at this time is not organized into municipalities and is not
g;apl.redm participate ina const.tutional convention. Idonot think it wonld
inconsistent to admit O

kiahoma as a State comprising thoe exterior bound-
aries of the old Indian Territory,and authoriz ng the organized counties
and precinets to send delegates t5 a constitutional convention, Many peopla
living in the reservations of the Five Tribes would ba unshle to participate
in convention. Th's would b» the case with several thousand white
residents in the ( , Ponea, and Otoe reservations in Oklahoma as well.

I balieve that if Congress pass an enabligz act authorizing ths organized
counties to mest and prepare a constitution, report it to Congress and make
provision for the dedication of sections 16 and 36 in the Indian Territory to
school pu that by the time the constitution is prepared and ready to
be reported to Congress there will be very little dissatisfaction or objection

in either Territory.
Very truly, yours, WM. M. JENKINS.

WAGONER, IXD. T., January 8, 1508.
Benator ENUTE NELSoN, Washington, D. C.

DeAnr Stir: I herewith hand you a ¥ of resolutions adopted our
citizens to-night in mass convention. %n have the peopls o?p]t.ndinbl;y Ter-
ritory almost solidly with {ou in your effort to pass the su%stituta statehood
bill which you introduced in the Senate. If this Con gleves Oklahoma
and Indian Territory statehood it is my opinion that i% will be & Republican
State for several years at least.

The convention that these resolutions elected delegates to attend
the le statehood convention of the twin Territories to meet in Oklahoma
O Donalf of our city and tne peopis of Todian Torcitory, T

n of our city an @ people o i errito t heartil
thank you for your fight for us. S,
¥, yours, C. E. CASTLE.

Single statehood resolutions adopted by citizens of Wagoner January 3, 1508.

‘Whereas Oklahoma and Indian Territory combined have the wealth, the
area, and the population to entitle their ple to the benefits of statehood,
they excelling in the first and named qualifications any Territory here-
tofore see on as a State in the American Union;

reas the natural resources of the two, the * twin Territories,” are al-
lied and supplementary to each other, and are abundantly sufficient to sup-
gort now and forever a Commonwealth of first rank in the sisterhood of

tates;

‘Whereas the immediate admission of the twin Territories asa single State
is provided in the substitute statehood bill now pending in the United States
Fibeles T that 1t Dooridas for thelr Sliiasin Lpathar ob STt o

rovides for their a ion her o te i

with ang:d other ta{;:i'cl tg?t at onlr.:e: EI'I‘g‘grefore‘ blgtllgeT R RTSDIRCS SINIAY.

Resolved, That we, the people o RZODer, . T., in mass convention as-
sembled, dnhen-b}{ indorse said single statehood hi?II1 and in hope of relief
recommend its ear pmmag by Congress.

Be it further resoived, That it is the sense of this mass-meeting of citizens
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that the public and private interests of the le of Indian Territory will
be best subserved b, immediate union with Oklahoma in State or Ter-
ritorinl government.
Resolved further, That we most hmrtﬂ¥ thank Senators Beveridge, Nelson,
and all others who are su] g said bill for the relief of the half million
American citizens of Indian T , who, in all respects, are capable of
self-government, for which we most earnestly pray in union with O ma.
Respectfully submitted.

H. F. JONE
Chairman Commitiee on Resolutions.
FRED PARKINBON
Chairman o{‘gonmﬁom
C. E. CASTLE,
Secretary.
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, there came to consult me a
short time before the holiday recess a prominent gentleman of
the Indian Territory, a clergyman, the Rev. A. Grant Evans,
president of the He Kendall College, of Muscogee, Ind. T.,
and moderator of the Synod of the Indian Territory, which in-
cludes all the churches of the Presbyterian Church in Oklahoma
and Indian Territory. He went fo the Indian Territory first in
1884 and was enfuged in educational work until 1889, and he has
been president of the Henry Kendall College since 1898. He came
to consult me in reference to uniting Oklahoma and Indian Ter-
ritory in one State. He is very much in favor of if. He gave
me valnable facts. I asked him to reduce them to writing, which
he kindly did, and I ask to have the same read as a part of my
remarks.
The Secretary read as follows:
AREA AND POPULATION OF OKLAHOMA AND INDIAN TERRITORY.

The Indian Territory contains 19,776,286 acres, or about 31,000 square miles,
The Territory of Okl contains 89,000 square miles, so that the State
made by the union of these two Territories would contain, in round num!
70,000 square miles. Thiswould make it about equal in area to either X
ova:;éh Dakota. In eize it would be the fifteenth State of the Union, and
would beas large as the whole of New England, with the State of New Jersey
added. It would have a much smaller pro m of arid and otherwise un-
productive land than the majority of the great States of the West, so that in
area of lands capable of bai.nﬁnmde tel; uctive it would rank
much higher than fifteenth in the list of St an ideal di-
versification of surface and an S . While the agricultural
wealth of Oklahoma is immense, it is deficient in mineral resources. The
Indian Territory not only well supplies this deficiency with its vast coal
fields, but is also very rich agriculturally, besides having considerable wealth
in timber. The climatic conditions are such that the cgmteriﬁic crops of
the North and the South can both be raised advantageously.

With reference to the mineral wealth of the Indian Territory, nccord.lnq
the fisca

to the of the Indian agent for the Five Civilized Tribes for

xenr ending June 30, 1902, there were produced in that r approximately
800,000 tons of conl. The development of the coal fi hes onl .

About 500,000 acres are d as coal lands, and will not t-

segregate
ted. but sold for the benefit gf the tribes. The Government surveyors esti-
mate that there are not less than 1,000,000,000 feet of soft lumber, principally
e e o Bt T e e el
reports for the year en ,
products for gge Indian Territory algne:

The climate and soil are admirably adapted to fruit culture, and this will

undoubtedly be a considerable source of wealth in the fature. Raising quan-
tities of raw materials and mvm%amt supplies of fuel, there would seem to
be every probability that the State thus formed would take advan of its
advantageons location, within easy reach of the Gulf ports, to develop con-

siderable manufact importance. It has ev natural advantage for
this. The population of the two Territories, acco to the census of 1900,
is as follows: Oklahoma, 508,000, and Indian Territory, 592,000, a total
of T90,000. It isclaimed on all that there has been pn unprecedented
increase in population in both Territories during the two years. S
A very conservative estimate of population of the two Territories is

1,000,000, ~ If, combined, they come in as a State with this tion, the new
member of the Union would be more than twice asgreat in [l)opu]ation asany
Stato of the Union was at the time of its admission. It would rankasto pm
ulation not lower than twenty-eighth, which is to say that only three-fif
of the States are at Bresant ]n.rger than this new State would be. According
to the census for 1900 the new State would also be very remarkable for the
roportion of native-born Americans in it. Of the population of the Indian
E‘arﬁwry in 1900, 98.76 per cent are reported as native Americans and only
1.24 per cent fore}ign born. Almost as remarkable a showing is made in Okla-
homa; so that the two Territories united would make a thoroughly American
State, fairly up to the average of the great Western States in area, withan
ample tgm. and with such resources as would insure its taking very
hi L‘ among the States of the Union.
%wing the past year nine different lines of railroad have been under con-
struction, and about 400 miles of new roads bave been completed and put in
operation.
THE POPULATION OF THE INDIAN TERRITORY WITH REFERENCE TO THE
FITNESS OF THE PEOPLE FOR STATEHOOD.

Taking the figures of the last Census, with such ﬁmrﬁculars as to exact
number of Indian citizens as may be gathered from the reports of the Dawes’
Qommission and the Indian Inspector, we find that of the 392,060 population
about £5.000 are Indian citizens. This includes the freedmen who weregiven
the privileges of citizenship by the treaties of 1866. Anal g the
little more closely, we find the whole population made up as follows:

it Per ﬁnt.
| O NSRS DT R T T
Todiante T em
Negro citizens ... e 0D
OthEr DEETOES o aeocaommesssmmmsmmm mmmess s sssascsssannnessrss masnnsamss 2.45
e, £ L R B Lo i o B S SRR e R Sl e e M A 100
It will thus be seen that over three-fourths of the entire tion are

‘hita le, only a very insignificant pro of whom are foreign born.
e the proportion of illitarates in the Indian Territory is unfort tely
nthurhrge.‘itissmﬂartmmtotmmo&thesmm proximity wi

it, and this condition is directly traceable to the anomalous conditions ex-
%“ mt, ag:l makes }h?‘heg;mngast kﬁttnctlil g{m arﬂment for statehood,
W, w ve these e wer, w ve been praying for
of establishing a public school systam. ¥ .
It has been that the large number of crimes reported in the Indian
Territory indicate the unfitness of its for statehood. In that connec-
tion it should be borne in mind that the Federal courts have to 'ﬁlﬂﬂe upon
their dockets and report a very large number of minor offenses which under
vernment would be disposed of in the lower courts. It
large number of the cases reported
Tiquora® Deductt s th “333‘;31'
uors.” uc ese from the
whole number reported would make the showing for the Territory
not a bad one as compared with the States of the Union.
Asfar, however,asthe charge that the Indian Tmﬂoryhssmmﬁlomll
proportion of criminals can be substantiated, the claim for stateh
rti th iaﬂigninnle o d 1
portion of the ¢! s are very yo men, and n ismore re-
%mﬂble for the number of this ci&mmgr criminals %t.hm vnm.nt-l':z"gﬂ nea-
nal facilities, which the people ars pleading for some means of remedying.
But the highes Proof of the law-abiding character of the overwhelming ma-
jority of the white people in the Indian Territory is found in the fact that
they have borne themselves so ‘Entiantly for so long a period under almost
intolerable conditions. There isa tendency insome quarters toclassall these
people as tresspassers or intruders u the lands of the Indians.
always been a way for the Indian tribal governments, with the aid of Federal
officialg, to rid the Territory of real intruders, and, as a matter of fact, only
a v:.‘y fow of the white people of the Indian Territory can withany gr riety
be said to belong to this class. Asa rule they have come at the invitation of
the Indians and in compliance with their laws to rent farms from them or to
engage in business or practice somsg on or oec tion among them,
always 'psyqua. tr:hnj tax or license for the privﬂeg«;dol doing =o.
The marvelously rich heritage which is being divided among the Indians
to-day would have been utterly undeveloped and of comparatively small
value had it not been for this class of people. So far from
uﬂm they are surely entitled to ial considera
of the future statusof the country which they, under so many disadvan
have brought to its present advanced state of For the
they have used they bave paid to the individual
laborers they have ren

infls pon

ﬁtly entitled to the proud distinction of

bes. In addition toall this, these white
to the treasuries of the Indian tribes. For example, during the flscal T
ending June 30, 1902, the following sums were collected from these e by
the Gt&ovarnment officials and placed to the credit of the Indian tribal govern-
ments:
Merchandise and
Coal and ties —_.....
Timber, stone, and gravel royalties.

Hay royalty ... ......
Caélegndt;mtumm..

Thus in actual taxes in the last these peo-
ple have paid to the Indian governmen ot one cent
o B Sition. of the
n con
white le. The merchandise and occupation tax been
ing, but the white man has submitted to this taxation with the uf
tience. For years the laborersin the mines had to pay a monthly tax m&
?.rlvﬂega_ of being allowed to do manunal labor. Burely it eays much for the
w-abiding character of this people that they have submi 50
to this taxation, not only without representation, but also without any ex-
pectation that any part of the taxes paid will be used in any way to amelio-

rate their condition.
Thera can be no guestion that without the labor and enterprise of the
the coal mines in the Indian Territo;{':. which in the

the sum of
‘of this amount is to be used for making roads, for

year, emd.l.n% June 80, 1
children, or in any other way for the ameliora’ =1

white man not ona o
m{om- years have paid $700,000 into the Indian would have
opened. The a million acres of coal lands which are to be sold for
the benefit of the Indiansand which willadd a magnificent sum to the valueof
their estate would have been unexplored, and would have brought v little
to them. Bnt it isnot only in values returned to individuals and in the pay-
ment of taxes that the white man has been be: the Indian. N&r{y
u latted. The lots in these have beenap-
praised and the occupiers of these lots are paying the Indian tribal govern-
ments for them. The work of ap;;lrsmmm is not yet com and the
report of the Indian i tor for the year ending June 80, 1 onl gvm
tho figures for some of the towns in the Choctaw, Chichssw.andy k

nations. .
Thea valuation for the towns where the work is complete is §2,207.-
423, en the a gmimmang is completed it will show an immense sum of
¥ the residents of the towms, who are nearly all white

mefiting
200 towns have been surveyed and

mmlg,?b?thwli dian t; i the past the Indian i

people, in aln reasuries. ng the year the Indian inspector
reports having collected and placed to the credit of the Indian tribal govern-
ments for town lots the sum of £237,725.80, It is undoubtedly the white man's

ghrmm and en that given any substantial value to the lots in
ese towns, so that he is now ymgh:o Indian largely for the values
which he himself has created. From above figures it be seen that in

addition to what has been paid in rent and in other ways to the individual
Indian citizens, the white men have contributed to the n treasuries dar-
inq;]m last fiscal year in taxes and for town lots a total of about 500,000,
hus, so far from being a lawless class of trespassers on the domain of the
Indians, these people have certainly placed not only the Indians, but the
whole nation, under some obligation to render them fair and equitable treat-
@

ment. More in number than the entire ulation of Arizona and New
Mexico, essentially American, manifesting a determined sﬁlerit of enterprise
r circumstances

in the face of tremendous discouragements, law-abiding un
caleulated to try the patience of the best citizens, these mopla. gathered
from every State in the Union and mggﬁemﬂng much of the most vigorous
manhood and enterprise of all, have wn themselves to be preeminentl
the material of which great States have been built in the past, and whi
can be trusted to make great States to-day.

DANGER OF THE CONTINUANCE OF PRESENT ANOMALOUS CONDITIONS.

According to the last census there were 882,000 people in the Indian Terri-

, nearly 300,000 of whom are white American citizens. The development

e last two years been tremendous, so that there are probably at
least 400,000 people in the Indian Terr'ltmiy to-da{lwho are not ci of any
of the Indian tribes. The omnibus bill leaves these pec;]plln without any im-
mediate relief and with a prospect suggested of being ultimately absorbed
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goleeemm'l into a State now to be cmmwhich has a population aboot equal
that of the Indian Terri ,and w' has not as great natural resources.
It leaves the 400,000 people without any means for ding themselves with
such essentials of American civilization asthm
utterly unorganized, except as regardsa judi there is no wayin
which they are allowed to make public roads. to mhl.ish nsyluma for the in-
sane and other helgleaa classes, and, above all, to establish schools for the
education of their children.

Government officials estimate that there are at present in the Indian Ter-

ritory 100,000 children of school A stud ot the provision for these
is fearfully suggestive. Unde sﬁ T and snbsaqng&tl tranﬂaisn w@

the Indian governments it was made f]:iosxfh]ﬂ for
Indian Territory to tax themselves for the rt f-g(tiﬂ'.tlii: schools. The
gmtt:; ':10! t otthk; ege. o
ve taken advan
o been o

report of the Government su
arions

excellent work, to
o Indian

a0, 1902. showsthnt 16 towns
have sehno].s which

de
cials. Tosome of the Indian day schools white
{ment of a stipulated fee. A many are shown to have attendeq, but
a close examination of the reports shows that in the grent jority of cases
the u.ttandanco has been for so short a period that not much advantage could

have been rea
t.n'ble shows the entire educational provision as reported by

The fo]low1
the superintendent of schools for the year ending June 80, 1002:

‘Whites, | Indians. | Negroes, | Total

B0
748
10,702

11,960

The above figures give the total enrollment, which in a great number of
cases is only for a very few weeks of the year. It isthus seen thatontofan

Private and mission schools ... 1,158
Pubuc P 6,541
Indian schools 02

14,391

968
1,957
2,025

Total 29,300

entire school opn]a.tion of 100,000 less than 8&(!‘.0 have been ina
kind of schooE the ram.ni.njng‘ whatever is m&de
and there isat presentnolagnl WAY O A serious aspect of
this is the fact that under existing condi msthe telligent class of
m}f who are anxions to lease or rezzt. hnds and make their homes
tory are discour; The best settlers will not go

where they can not get schoo ndvanﬁgaa for their childven. Thus thecoun-
is in danger of being left more a ore for the illiterate
ess class of rs. It seems a cruel
to taunt these people with their illiteracy. The marvelis, underthe circum-
stances, that th tage is so low.

In the rural districts may 'be met the Indian children and the children of
negro citizens of the tribes coming home from their schools, but for the white
American citizens there is no school atull Anotunoomnum dent in the
towns is the visit of some sturdy and intelligent w! has
stoop to go round, hat in d, begging the
tribution to help the white paopie in his n
which they can attempt to carry on a su’ £
are such as to altogether disc-.onmga this ¢

psople be Hed wit
s‘gﬂ}:)m of * How can t.hepeaple
wﬂh.nx to have them?"

THE EFFECT OF srmoonoxmn‘nm

’I‘erei.suvlﬁum us claim made in
change in conditions in the lnd,ianTarri

Indian tribal vernments on March 4, 1! :md that under old treaties
Indians shoal iven the first voice in deciding as to their future atntus.
This claim 1y be put forth serionsly by who are

arrasgement by which the Indian Territory may be absorbed

another State in the making of the constitution and the foun
stitutions of which it has had no v en the Indian becomes a citizen
of the United States, as he is to-day, he can claim no more than influence in
direct proportion to his numbers, it is not unprecedented or im:
ticable that in the organization of a State the new government should be
‘bound to make no arran ogema-ts which would in way with
pledsms give‘n

A vary amall proportion of the In

treatment from that given white pao‘ple. In Inany

white than Indian blood in their viens.

the Indian languages and are unable to

bloods to whom every consideration of jm:tice

we should accord the tenderest and m

more than for any class itis i:{lgamuw

from present conditions. In three years e Indmn

protection of the tribal or the Federal

or mu for himself. The worst and most cruel

maintain such conditions as will inevitably

bors and neg‘ms belonging to the most

classes, and the best t.hing wa can do for him is to

h.l's neighbors will belong to the op te

the opportunity of learnmg e Eng.

S e
is ham e, get any

their desires from these people. Thereares

become wealthy under exns ng conditions snd not nnximu fora clmm

but for the masses of the poorer Indians,

is competent to . Wisdom and

ing as to their destiny. Could amn

ghould be_gwr\n ﬂm nght 1n llis fair proportions

the urgan gofa t in the Territory

ago occupied entire. %n) .h:d.ian tribes, w‘i‘t.htharightoffnildﬂmh:lp

And mmld anything be more m wiaa, behﬂ.t. than that

shouid be taken without delay4o ena the State in which

hashadandwill lmvehwhomuwbetheabodeof riftyand intelligent citizens?
The Indian citizens have carried on for over half a mgwmmtmm
republican in form; they are familiar with repul tions. For
whites and Indians alike it te been admitted

to this ;
responsibilities involved in such
_'l‘err'ltury are now.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, with the permission——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PraATT of Connecticut in the
chair), The Senator from Minnesota has the floor.

Mr. NELSON. I yield to the Senator from Indiana.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. At this point of the Senator's very able
speech, I desire, with his rszs:.ou, to send to the desk and
have read the fo]lowmg tele, ting the committee’s
substitute bill, expressing the opinion of the people affected as to
this bill on the one hand and the omnibus bill on the other hand.
I ask, with the permission of the Senator from Minnesota, that

the telegrams be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthereobjection to the reading
of the telegrams? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will
read as requested. ;

The Secretary read as follows:

ORLAHOMA CITY, OKLA., December 14, 1502,

Hon. ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE,
&mfe Commitiee on Twhfm-ies. Washington, D. C.;

smokestack in Oklahoma is an amﬁnﬁ in favor of immediate

shmle tehood. We protest testab ent of any State boundary
line between our furnaces and earest coal mines, W’y heartily mndume
Nelson statehood bill.

G. G. SHOLBERG,
Presgident Oklahoma Hanqﬁxmrers Association.,

OELAHOMA O1TY, OKLA., December 14, 1902,
A.J. BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.;
The ﬁ%hbm City Jobbers' Association unanimonsly passed the to!lowins

That with the trade conditions now existing we are in a p:

dition and earnestly request that said conditions be mot distur E]y uglvtng
us statehood for Oklahoma only; but if statehood is given, let it in
Indhn and Oklahoma Territories.
LEE V. WINKLE, President.
J.d. EA.RTNETT Secretary.

LEXINGTON, OKLA., December 11, 1902,
Senator BEVERIDGE, Washington, D, C.;
Urge the Nelson substitute for the ommibus statehood bill from a business
'pergan tof aurt:][dﬁmmenmag!ﬂtﬁi s u&?gle ﬂaﬂtg}ood
Aar
population, es. and products e two Terri will
R. T. MORRELEY, Mayor,
And City Council.

OELAHOMA CITY, OKLA., December 13, 1502,
Hon, ALBERT J. BE

VERIDGE,
BM Committee on Territories, Washington, D. C.;
hel:lhamt.hisavaningadoptodfou resolution: W,
ms m&admlwlwnmtehoodbﬂl, d‘;thttth:
present mﬁe £ Okhhoma. and Indian Territories demand it,
and prefer our present condition to statehood under terms of the omnibus

D. C. LEWIS, Chairman.
W. M. HENRY, Seeretary.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I call attention to the fact that from Okla-
homa itself comes in this telegram, not only an advocacy of the
committee's substitute, but a protest against the proposition of
the omnibus bill to admit Oklahoma as a State by itself. This
confirms the opinion of the subcommittee that a very large and
respectable number of weighty citizens of Oklahoma prefer their
present Territorial condition, which is one of exceeding prosperity,
unm.rﬁssed by any section of the country, to what they conceive
and what the committee conceives to be the great mistake of ad-
mitting it as a single Commonwealth. I think it worthy of note
and that the attention of the Senate should be called to the fact
that from Oklahoma itself comes in this telegram and others not
only an indorsement of the committee’s substitute, but a positive
gﬂl-mtest against the proposition contained in the so-called omnibus

The Secretary resumed and continued the reading, as follows:

OxLAHOMA C1TY, OKLA., December 14, 1902
Hon. ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.:

The wholesale and business interest of Oklah , almost without -
ception, emphatically indorse your committee rgm:t Hos S;u TR

ON
President Metropolitan Rammy.
Lmrom OELA., December 12, 1902,
Senator BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.;
Cleveland County wants statehood for Oklahoma s.nd Indt&n Territory,

T. JAMES,
Representalive to Leg d County.

BSHAWSNEE, OKLA., December 6, 1503,
CHATREMAN BENATE COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES,
lP’ashmgfon, D.C:
A large mn:orit&‘ot the Rep‘nhhca- of Pottawatomie County, as well as
the interbusiness strongly indorse the Nelson bill as the best
et g Sy inrss s ol bl i bd sad

2T

re fmm ("

C. J. BENBON.
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CHICKASHA, IND. T., December 13, 1502.
Senator BEVERIDGE, Washingtlon, D. O.;
Be it resolved by Chickasha Commercial Club of Chickasha, That amend-
ment to omnibus statehood known as Beve now pend-

substitute,
ing in Benate, is most appropriate E‘?rﬁ?oon Eor e settlement of po tical

conditions in Oklahoma and Indian hat has ever been suggested,
that the cal destiny of the two Territo is union in le Btate, and
that best interests of all the people in both Territories be best sub-
served by immediate action in that direction,

Beit further resolved, That this resolution be telegraphed to Senator BEVER-

IDGE on behalf of the club.
H. B. JOHNSON, President.
R. F. BCHOFFERN, Secretary.

PURCELL, IND. T., December 13, 1502.
Senator A. J. BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.;
Business interests of Territory urge the passage of the Nelson substitute

of the omnibus statehood bill.
. PURCELL MILL AND ELEVATOR CO.

ARDMORE, IND, T., December 14, 1902.
Benator A. J. BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.:

Admore Bar Association by discussion unanimously indorses immediate
statehood Oklahoms and Indian Territory.
A. EDDLEMAN, President.

BAPULPA, IXD. T., December 14, 1602,
Benator BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.;

In mass meeting unanimously indorse the Beveridge bill for single state-
hood. .Resolutions follow by mail.
J.F. EAGAN, Chairman.

STILLWATER, OKLA., December 17, 1902,
Benator BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.;

The city council favors single statehood with the Indian Territory.
W. W. ABERCROMBIE, Acting Mayor.

VINITA, IND. T., December 13, 1902,
Senator A. J. BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.:

By all means give us statehood with Oklahoma now,
JOHN B. TURNER.

MILLCREEK, IND. T., December 12, 1902,
A.J. BEVERIDG

United Smﬁa Senate, Washington, D. C.:
Millereek wishes to add her indorsement of Nelson bill.
R. H. McCARGO.

EUFAULA, IND. T., December 11, 1902.
Senator BEVERIDGE,

Care Capitol, Washington, D. C.:
The people of Eufaula heartily indorse the Oklahoma statehood bill now
ming in the Senate, House roll No. 12543, as reported to the Senate by
tor NELSOXN on December 8, 1902.
EUFAULA COMMERCIAL CLUB.

VINITA, IND. T., December 12, 1502,
A.J. BEVERIDG

E,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.;

Sena beo ittee heartily indorsed here.
FRILSE S g oomm £ L. F. PARKER, Jr., Mayor.

Hon.

VINITA, IND. T., December 12, 1502,
Hon. A. J. BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.:

i le statehood heartily indorsed here.
P R Sl s J. P. BUTLER, Posimaster.

VISITA, IND. T., December 12, 1002,
Senator A.J. BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.;
Afteox‘;gnatul study of condition here, citizens indorse your bill for single

state EDWIN LONG,
Chairman Cherokee Town Site Commission.

PAULS VALLEY, IxD. T., December 8, 1902.
ALBERT J. BEVERIDGE, :
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.;

Pauls Valley Come“?mciul Club nmnli‘mously indorse your statehood bill
and bid you godspeed In your €004 WOFX: 3. B. THOMPSON, President.

VixiTA, Inp. T., December 12, 1902,
Hon. A. J. BEVERIDG

United -States Sei‘ute. Washington, D. C.:
t;sBL:gle statehood fu-i-i Indian :i:ad Oﬁkjga;lht?nmaﬁTerritorias commands support
O BRIES USROS, He. 5 s & 1. F.PARKER,Jz.

Secretary Commercial Club.
BARTLESVILLE, IXD. T., December 13, 1902,
Senator BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.: ; i
Your billprovidingia;ingle statehood Oklahoma and Indian Territories meets

val. Push
il F. M. OVERLEES,
Pregident Bartlesville Commercial Club,
FRED McDANIEL,
Lawyer.

PURCELL, IND. T., December 12, 1902,
Senator BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.:

Business and social interests Oklahoma and Indian Territories demand pas-
sage of Nelson bill. OMI;IN

WM. T )
President Indian Territory Bankers' Association.

PURCELL, IND. T., December 11, 1902,
Hox. A.J. BEVERIDG

United States Se:‘ate, Washington D. C.:

Three thousand residents here, all United States citizens, Indian
Territory, whiteand b ¥, indorse the rt of your committee and by res-
olution demand that Congress immediately admit Oklahoma and Indian T
ritory on terms of absolute equality. On of the religious, social, and
commercial interests, and on behalf of 100,000 little children in the Indian
Terribor{ now and for years dt(m:;wed of the benefits of ipnhlin schools, we
urge that you continue the ba for ju.sdcainou} h;hal %

W. &, BLACHARD,
Commercial Club.

ar-

HOLDENVILLE, IXD. T., December 13, 1502,
Senator A. J. BEVERIDGE,

Washington, D. C.;

We, the undersigned business men and citizens of Holdenville, represent-
ing the social and industrial interests of our whole gwpla, unest you to
work for the adoption of your substitute statehood bill, Em ing for one
grand State out of the Terri of Oklahoma and Indian Territory, and we
cordially indorse and commend your work so far.

J. A. Kieff, D. N. Kelker, J. W. Clawson, M. M. Smith, J. C. John-
son, A. W, Scott, E. E. Parnell, J. G. Manchester, L. G. Pit-
man, W. P. Langston, H. H. Schaff, W. M. Eubanks, L A.
Russell, Lloyd Thomas,
WYNNEWOOD, IND. T., December 11, 1502,
Senator BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.:

We, the ple of Wynnewood, in mass meeting assembled, believing as we
do th:’twegzoresidents,being on the ground, know our needs far better than
those who never dwelt among us, without respect to party or politics, but
with the candor of freemen, say that—

Resolved, It is the sense of the 4,000 citizens of Wynnewood and community
that the Indian Territory should be united with Oklahoma into one Btate
and that it should be done at once, and we beg Congress to vote accordingly.

Resolved ther, That we indorse the ﬁrmmdings of the Claremore con-
vention and the Nelson bill now pending

J %{ TAYLOR, President.

R. MoMILLAN, Secretary.
VINITA, InD. T., December 12, 1902,
Senator A.J. BEVERIDGE, Washington, D. C.;
1 heartily indorse your bill fora&nq}:a statehood of two Territories. Believe
it to be best for all ¢ in Indian Territory.
WM. T. HUTCHINGS.

Mr, BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Claremore convention,
referred to in the telegram which was read before the last one,
was a convention held during the summer, I think, at Claremore,
Ind. T., very largely represented, and, as I am informed, although
I speak now only from recollection and on information. it con-
tained representatives not only from the white citizens of Indian
Territory, but also from the Indian nations. -

There is another point with reference to these telegrams to
which I would direct the attention of the Senate, and ask their

tience while doing it. When a telegram is dated Muscogee,

[inita, or South McAlester, or any place else in the Indian Ter-
ritory, it must not be considered, as is by too many done, that it
is simply from some little collection of tepees, or a small village
or something of that kind. I know that opinion prevails, and
largely so, because a general and vague impression has e
abroad throunghout the land, and I find it crystallized even here
in this well-informed body, that the Indian Territory is inhabited
by nothing but Indians, and therefore towns as we know towns
in the East or Central West or any place else where they exist
do not exist there.

On the contrary, towns exist in the Indian Territory which
would be a credit to any State. South McAlester, Muscoiee,
Vinita, and a large number of other towns have electric lights,
they have railr , they have broad streets, they have stores that
do a very large business, and they have schools which are sup-
ported by the subseription of citizens in the absence of any school
law enabling them to have the ordinary public schools. Iv.n other
words, the communities in the Indian Territory from which these
telegrams come are creditable communities, even when they are
compared to communities in the older States, and they are made
up of energetic, law-abiding, and conservative citizens.

I thonght it was well to call attention to this fact, although it
may weary the patience of the Senate, because, as I stated yes-
terday, it ne abroad and has appeared, even with the edifo-
rial sanction of very creditable and usually accurate newspapers,
that the Indian Territory is merely a tract inhabited by a large
number of Indians. erefore I called attention yesterday to
the quality of the inhabitants of that Territory, and I emphasize
it to-day by calling attention to the character and quality of theso
towns, so that it may be clear to every Senator, as well as to the
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country, that the proposition to incorporate the Indian Territory T Crone AL D Rley Bloviaa. far w%ﬁﬁ‘rﬁﬁhi

with Oklahoma is not at all an unreasonable proposition and does
not include the idea of bringing into cit p a large number
of Indians not familiar with our institutions and persons who have
lived there without the development of their Territory.

Now, Mr. President, Isend to the desk, with the permission of
the Senator from Minnesota, and ask to have read the follo

titions, which are directly npon the point now being disc
g; the Senator from Minnesota. I would be glad if the Secre-
tary would read, for the information of the Senate, not only the
resolutions, but the names of those who signed the petitions, be-
cause the names are given, and their occupation. It therefore
becomes a matter of consequence that the quality of the peti-
tioners should go before the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
the RECORD by unanimous consent.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I ask nnanimous consent. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana
asks unanimouns consent that the names signed to the petitions
may be printed in the REcorp. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The Secretary read as follows:

To the Committee on Territories, United States Senate,
Washington, D. C., Hon. A, J. Beveridge, Chairman:

‘We, the undersigned business men, citizens, and voters of Oklahoma Citg.
Oklahoma County, and Territory of Oklahoma ( @ of politics),
heartily indorse the action and report of your committee to Congress in re-
lation to the single statehood bill. Recognizing the importance of statehood,
we insist that it would be to the best interests of all the citizens of Oklahoma
Territory and Indian Territory that said Territories be made one State, and
we earnestly request that your committes will continue to nse your best en-
deavors to that end, and use all honorable means in securing single statehood
‘ordengtqﬁg's der (D. C. L W. K. Snyder), la ; W. M

wslsn.ith, 5&1 estate; A. H%‘ hsmm{e. &’ T“genl.:é law-

er; J. P. Johns, real estate; J. H. minister; R. D.

W. C. Brissoy (Brissey & Hall), abstracters: E. W. Wit-

t.en,’M. D.; F. E. Patterson, H. W. Robare (F. E. Patterson &

Co.) wholesale and retail cigars; Jno. J. Shaw, traveling sales-

man; Theodore J. Thompson, attorney at law; E. W. e8,

galesman; J. W. Moon, merchant; A. Brown, hotel; F. W.

Jones, farmer; W. L. Clark, A. M. Farline, insur-

ance; Dalbert Simpsun.mﬁ.i t; H. . Bower, traveling sales-
Frank Emitt; Ed. Etter, clerk: J. M. Spinning; W. H.

The names can only go into

man; 2
French, well driller; W. B. Shaw; E. W. Caperton, wall paper
and paint; H. A. Severin, banker; W. P. Elwick, tant
cashier, bank; Howard N. Foss, bookk ., Eastland Bros.:
A. H. Loveless, clerk, Eastland Bros.; D. H. Boyd; A. L. Grif-
fith, clerk, Eastland Bros.; C. F. Elwick, er, The Bank
Oklahoma City: J. A. Ryan, physician; G. C. Eldridge, Comp-
ton Hotel; W. H. Cogsl real estate, m land

hall ining land.

H. 8. Garland, real estate; J. H. Barry, real estate dealer; C. M.
Roush, contractor; R. P. Walker, dnmt; W. B. Se:&
farmer; James N. Lindsay, contractor; L. Murdock,
estate; A. A. Grimes, -estate; J. T. Brent, farmer; J. W.
HcDont:gl. }s;mé:; BT Wﬂs{)gétf‘m“' gr,v;’l" 'l;( s Hgndinckson,

estate; J. J. Baumann, rea '..orns,ewalr};
Cowan Ambugcy farmer; E. C. Trueblood, merchant; L. J.
Growmy; Fra: b%¢ n, salesman; W. W. Braswell, lawyer;
0.J. Davis, salesman: John R. Rose, Y. M. C. A. secretary.

Jos. Knight, carpenter; R. A. Kleinschmidt, attorney; J. O, Ed-
wards, farmer; A. R. Ponton, Pawnee; J. W. Perry, Pawnee;
H. Re: , painter; L. W. Rady, horseshoer; A.J. Stoll, gen-
eral merchandise; A. W. Garrett, trunkmaker; F. W. i
machinist; J. J. Williams, carpenter; H. H. Shult& ex;
man; W.W. Nichols, carpenter; Geo. W. Elerich, baker;

Putnam, student University of Oklahoma; J. O.

State agent insurance; W. H. : 0.G,

.Legsrré. agent insurance; I. M. Putnam, attofney; G. F. Giv-

ens, farmer,

Sam Hooker, attorney; A. 0. G » M.D.; Fred Wehmhoener,
contractor; Wm. b Heyler, real estate; Dr. H. R. Dean, by
referendum; T. F. Donnell, general contractor; Watt Bleeth,
Thompson Piano Com; Nulk; G.C. Me-

ny; G.F. Y s FLA.
Cutcheon; R. F. Schaefer, M. D.; Frank ﬁ.WStousek farm loans;
P. Smith, dry goods; W. R. Wood dry goods; Joseph Rousek;

g ! .R. y
Thomas Acton; A. W. Roberts, farmer; Chas. Risdon, electri-
cian; M. R. Lee, farmer; 8. A. Goodrich, merchant; Oklahoma
Sporting Goods Company, per R.P.P.; % ‘Woodworth, bieyele
repairing.

Geo. g%nifer; V. Levy, merchant; Clyde Fowler; C. W. Routh;
8. R. Maxwell; A. B. Owe mercﬁant; Carl H. Uled, M. D.;
H. E. 8hull, brick mason; J. T. Caney, real estate; J. L. Miller,
real estate; F. D, Kebby, hardware clerk; G. W Patrick, M.D.;
F. L. Conger, Oklahoma City Insurance Compan : Geo. P.
Bunker, pickle and vinegar manufacturer; James nan,
wholesale liquors; Wm, P. Conger, trsvaﬁngnman. Mosler Safe
Cmnpanil; . 8. Dyer, deputy sheriff; Wm. Runge, O! Oma
City; A. McKinley, build:ng contractor; J. W. Hawk, architect;
John Marrinan, clerk:

U. G. Galbraith, barber; T. A. Taylor, barber; W. W. Small, bar-

ber; . L. Bradford, traveling salesman; Model Drog and
Jewelry Company; A.J. Kirkpatrick, 3 J. L. Fraser, -
Thos. Roach, drugs; C. E. Tibbetts, uctor: A. F. Fricke,

jeweler; H. J. Gallagher, contractor; W. C. Reeves, attorney;
rnest L. Green, attorney; C.J. Tnohy, wholesale gmper: B. {
Gay, wholesale grocer; Abe Levy, merchant; J. Hering, mer-
chant; J. E. Parker, real estate; A. R. Parker; J. B. Harrell,
manager Mutual Reserve Life Compnn{ New York: J. A.
Matthews: manager the Fair Departmen é‘-tnm: J. W. Web
attorney at law, Oklahoma City; 8.J.Henson, attorney atlaw,
Oklahoma City.
Marshall Fulton, attorney, Oklahoma City (am in favor of sin-
le statehood as a business proposition, but statehood at any
zard, single or double); G. A. Paul, attorney; 8. A. Mc-

T. M. Granger; D. 8. P. Watson; Wm. Ble farmer; J. C.
Gillogly, real estate; Wm. Kuenkel, liquor er; A, W.

tson, farmer; Geo. Gribon, plasterer; J. P. Martin, lum-
ber dealer; J. G. S. Watson, real estate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the
Senator from Indiana that the other paper sent to the desk by
him, which is similar to the one just read, and which contains
the names of a large number of signers, does not give their

occupations.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the occupations of the signers to that
petition are not given I do not care to have it read. I believe
there are a larger number of signatures to this petition than there
were to the other. I desired that the names on the first petition
might be read merely to show the scope and variety of the occu-

tions of the le in Oklahoma who ask for single state-

ood—that is, statehood made up of both the Indian Territory
and the Territory of Oklahoma—showing that they involve every
class of profession and occupation. For that reason, since in the
second petition the occupations and professionsof the signers are
not given, I shall not ask that those signatures be read.

But, Mr. President, I call attention to the fact, in view of the
remarkable convention held the day before yesterday in Oklahoma
City, attended by 2,000 delegates—not mere fillers of the gallery
or of room in a convention, but 2,000 delegates from all over
Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, that they represented, as
shown by these petitions, every class, kind, and quality of occu-
pation which has gone to build up Oklahoma to its present pros-
perity and erect its remarkable cities,

I have no doubt that the Senate has noticed—I wrote down a few
as they were being read off—that these petitioners include brick
masons, traveling salesmen, horseshoers, merchants, farmers,
liquor dealers, ministers, secretaries of Young Men’s Christian
Associations, wholesalers, and every part of the community,
except those elements of society who, ordinarily hostile, are
united upon this proposition. I was very much struck by the
conjunction of the signature of a liguor dealer and that of a min-
ister, because these are always at war; and yet, Mr. President,
people who mever can be reconciled nupon any other proposition
are brought to union by this one; and IthmE‘ it is a matter of
moment and consequence, showing the universality of this senti-
ment among the people who with their children will be interested
in the outcome of this legislation, as to the importance of the
committee’s substitute.

I had not intended to comment upon these petitions; but as I
heard those occupations read the singularity of the things to
which I have called the Senate’s attention struck me with such
force that I felt impelled to make these few remarks. I thank
the Senator from Minnesota very much for permitting me to
interrupt his remarks to this length.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr, KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion o® executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
congideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in
executive session the doors werp reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and
20 minutes p. m.) the Senste adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes-
day, January 14, 1803, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Execulive nominations received by the Senate January 13, 1903,
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS,

Edwin Baker, of Arizona, to be collector of customs for the
district of Arizona, in the Territory of Arizona, in place of Frank
L. Doan, deceased.

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS.

Thomas B. Stapp, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for
the po)rt of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee. (Reappoint-
ment.

: UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.

Timothy F. Burke, of Wyoming, to be United Statesattorney for
the district of Wyoming. A reappointment, his term having ex-
pired September 21, 1902.

MARSHAL.

Frank A. Hadsell, of Wyoming, to be United States marshal
for the district of Wyoming. A reappointment, his term having
expired September 21, 1902.

POSTMASTERS.
ALABAMA.

Walter 8. Standifer, to be postmaster at Gadsden, in the county
of Etowah and State of Alabama, in place of Thomas H. Stepbens,
Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1902.
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Robert T. West, to be at Roanoke, in the county of
Randolph and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1903.

CALIFORNIA.

John H. Gregory, to be postmaster at Rocklin, in the county of
Placer and State of California. Office became Presidential Janu-

arjfl 1903, = Ry

Aaron S. Cha , to be postmaster at Slmsbury in the county
of Hartford an State of Connecticut. Office became Presiden-
tial January 1, 1903.

ILLINOTS.

Fred R. Brill, to be postmaster at Hampshire, in the county of
Kangg and State of Illinois. Office became Presidential January
1, 1908,

Charles W. Vedder, to be ﬁﬂmmm at North Clncs.go in the
county of Lake and State of became Presidential
January 1, 1903,

JOWA.
nry Barnes, to be postmaster at Eﬂl:ott in the cmmty of
Montgomery and State of Iowa. Office became Presiden
January 1, 1903.

Charles C. Burgess, tobe postmaster at Cresco, in the county of
Howard and State of Iowa, in place of Arthur D. Patterson. In-
cumbent’s commission May 29, 1801,

Henry C. Hill tobepoatmasteratMﬂton in the county of Van
Buren and State of Towa. Office became Presidential January 1,

1903.

J. Ken Mathews, to be at Mediapolis, in the county
of Des Moines and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1903.

Henry T. Swope, to be postmaster at Clearfield, in the, connty
of Taylor and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January
1, 1903.

KANSAS,

James J. Evans, to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county of
Lyon and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential J. anuary
1, 1903,

'John Gilman, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of
Greenwood and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1903.

JaoobD Hirschler, to &g:master at Hillsboro, in the county
of Marion and State of became Presidential
January 1, 1903,

KENTUCKY.

James W. Thomason, to be postmaster at Uniontown, in the
county of Union and State of Kentucky Office became Presi-
dential Janmu-y 1, 1908.

‘Woodbury to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county
of Ohio a.nd State gg Kentucky. Office became Presidential Jan-
uary 1, 1903.

MASSACHUSETTS.

Edward B. Sherman, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the coun
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Henry A. 'raI
bot, deceased.

MICHIGAN.

Robert B. Ferris, to be postmaster at Burr Oak, in the county
of St. Joseph and State of Mlch1gan Office became Presidential
January 1, 1803.

Lafay ette C. Hall, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county
of Wayne and State of Michigan, in place of Lafayette C. Hall.
Incumbent’s commission expired March 22, 1002,

James K. Train, to be %cmmr at Ed.mcrre, in the county of
Montcalm and State of higan. Office became Presidential

1 §
January 1, 1903 -

Valentine Zink, to at Sterling, in the coun
Johnson and State of Nem 6 Presidential Jan
uary 1, 1903,

NEW YORK.
Howard G. Britting, to be postmaster at Wﬂiamsvilla,inthe
county of Erie and fate of New York, Office became Presi-

dential January 1, 1908. .

Herbert J. Curtm to be masber at Red Hook, in the county
of Dutchess and State of ew York, in place of Herbert J. Curtis.
Incumbent’s commission expires .Ta.nna.ry 13, 1903.

Mary L. McRoberts, to be postmaster at Tompkmsvﬂle in the
county of Richmond and State of New York, in place of Ma.ryL
McRoberts Incumbent’s commission expires Februm;{ 10, 1903,

J. Pinneo, to be postmaster at Prattsburg, in the munty
of Steu and State of New York, in plaw of Henry J. Pinneo.
Incumbent's commission Jan

expires nary 28, 1903.
Charles F. Shelland, to be postmaster at Oneonta, in the county

and State of New York, in place of Charles F. Shel-
bent’s commission expires January 13, 1003.
NORTH DAKOTA.
Ole Roland, to be postmaster at Bottinean, in the county of
Bottiggg.uandstate of North Dakota, in place of Henry C. Dana,
TEmo

John A. Lowrie, to be postmaster at Seville, in the county of
Medmn and State of Ohio. Office became Presidential January

Joel P.DeWo]fe,to be r at Fostoria, in the county
of Seneca and State of Ohio, in place of Joel P. De Wolfe. In-
cumbent’s commission expires January 24, 1903.

ONEGON.

John M. Parry, to be postmaster at Moro, in the oount'y of

Sherman and State of Oregon. Office became Presidential Janu-

ary 1, 1908,
TENNESSEE.

Evan T. Warner, to be %)stmaster at Lafollette, in the county
of Campbell and State of Office became Presidential
January 1, 1903.

OHIO.

UTAH.

Grant Simons, to be postmaster at Payson, in the county of
Utah and Stateof Utah. Office became Presidential J uly 1, 1902.
VERMORT,.

Frank T. Taylor, to be ]%?atznast.er at Hardwick, in the county
of Caledonia and State of ont, in place of Frank T. Taylor.
Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1903.

VIRGIKIA.
Ghn.rles A. McKinney, to be postmaster at Cape Charles, in the
of Northampton and State of Virginia, in of Charles
. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, 1003.

WISCONEIN.

George W. Smith, tobe postmaster at Ean Claire, in the coun
of Eau Claire and State of Wisconsin, in place of George
Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 10, 1903.

Frank L. Wilcox, to be postmaster at South uperior, in the
county of Dou%éh: and State of Wisconsin, in place of Jarvis
‘White. Incumbent’s commission expires Februn.ry 13, 1908,

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY,
Cavalry Arm.

Second Lient. Rudol%erE Smyser, Fourteenth Ca , to be
first hmemt, Novem 22, 1902, vice Kelly, Fourth Cavalry,
Promo’

Second Lieut. Joseph C. Righter, jr., Eighth Cavalry, to be
first lieutenant, December 8, 1902, vice Snmmm'lin Fourth Cav-
alry, promoted.

ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL
SERVICE.

Holeombe McG. Robertson, of Virginia, to be an assistant
gurgeon in the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the
United States. This nomination is made to correct an error in
the nomination of Mr. Robertson on December 8, 1902, wherein he
was nominated as Holcombe McRobertson and confirmed under
that name by the Senate on the 6th of January, 1908.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ewecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate, January 18, 1903,
JUDGE OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS,
Francis M. Wright, of Illinois, to be judge of the Courf of

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY.
Judge-Advocate-General's Department,
Capt. Louis B. Lawton, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be judge-
advocate with rank of major, January 5,
General officer.
Lieut. Col. John A. Johnston, assistant adjutant-general, to be
brigadier-general, January 6, 1003.
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department.
Maj. Harvey C. Carbangh, judge-advocate, to be judge-advocate
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, December 18, 1902,
Artillery Corps.

1. Lieut. Col. William P, Vose, Artillery Corps, to be colonel,
December 20, 1902,
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2. Maj. Walter Howe, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant-colonel,
December 20, 1902.
8. Cgpt. Adam Slaker, Artillery Corps, to be major, December
: . Infaniry Arm.
6. Capt. Walter A, Thurston, Sixteenth Infantry, to be major,
December 29, 1902.
POSTMASTERS,

IDAHO.

Robert H. Barton, to be postmaster at Moscow, in the county
of Latah and State of Idaho.
Orville J. Butler, to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county of
Kootenai and State of Idaho.
MINNESOTA.

John Chermak, to be postmaster at Chatfield, in the county of
Fillmore and State of Minnesota.

Ernest P. Le Masurier, to be postmaster at Hallock, in the
county of Kittson and State of Minnesota.

Benjamin A. Shaver, to be postmaster at Kasson, in the county
of Dodge and State of Minnesota.

Charles R. Frazee, to be postmaster at Pelican Rapids, in the
county of Ottertail and State of Minnesota.

A. J. Gebhard, to be tmaster at Lamberton, in the county
- of Redwood and State ofpgginnesota.

Harry C. Sargent, to be postmaster at Osakis, in the county of
Donglas and State of Minnesota.

William Peterson, to be postmaster at Atwater, in the county
of Kandiyohi and State of Minnesota.

Walter L. Bucksen, to be postmaster at Blooming Prairie, in
the county of Steele and State of Minnesota.

John Lohn, to be postmaster at Fosston, in the county of Polk
and State of Minnesota.

Emma F. Marshall, to be postmaster at Red Lake Falls, in the
county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota.

Charles A. Birch, to be postmaster at Willmar, in the county
of Kandiyohi and State of Minnesota.

MISSOURL.

John L. Schmitz, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county
of Livingston and State of Missouri.

James Taylor, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county of
Howard and State of Missouri.

Albert A. Marshall, to be postmaster at Glasgow, in the county
of Howard and State of Missouri.

Leo W. McDavitt, to be postmaster at La Plata, in the county
of Macon and State of Missouri.

NEBRASBEA.

John A. Anderson, to be ﬁma&tﬁr at Wahoo, i the county
of Saunders and State of Ne ka.

NORTH CAROLINA.

Columbus F. Blalock, to be postmaster at Hickory, in the county
of Catawba and State of North Carolina.

General W. Crawford, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county
of McDowell and State of North Carolina.

OHIO.

James Medford, to be postmaster Brookville, in the county of
Montgomery and State of Ohio.

John M. Gallagher, to be postmaster at Quaker City, in the
county of Gumernsey and State.of Ohio.

J. W. Prine, to be postmaster at Ashtabula, in the county of
Ashtabula and State of Ohio.

Erwin G. Chamberlin, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the
county of Noble and State of Ohio.

OKLAHOMA, -

William W. McCullough, to be af Billings, in the |
connty of Noble and Territory of Oklahoma.

George E. McKinnis, to be postmaster at Shawnee, in the county
of Pottawatomie and Territory of Oklahoma.

OREGON.

Fred. A. Bancroft, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county

of Multnomah and State of Oregon.
SOUTH DAKOTA.

James A. Stewart, to be postmaster at Edgemont, in the county
of Fall River and State of South Dakota.

John A. Bushfield, to be postmaster at Miller, in the county of
Hand and State of South Dakota.

WYOMING.

Edwin 8. Drury, to be postmaster at Encampment, in the county
of Carbon and State of Wyoming. [

John W. Chrisman, to be postmaster at Green River, in the
county of Sweetwater and State of Wyoming.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

TUESDAY, January 13, 1903.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. Prayer by the Chaplain,
Rev. HExrY N. CoupEN, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

ELECTION OF DELEGATE FROM THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent for
?];ﬂ dmeak ediate consideration of the resolution which I send to

@ 3

The resolution was read, as follows:

House resolution No. 875.

Resolved, That the motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union to consider the bill (H.R.9365) for the election of a Dele-
te the Territory of Alaska, etc., shall be in ord:
(-]

E from the er immediately after
@ ‘m?idi,l:ﬁ of the Journal on Wednesday, Jannary 21, and thereafter until

the sai shall have been disposed of, this order not to conflict with ap-
propriation hills, conference reports, or prior order of the House.

The SPEAKER. Isthereobjection tothe presentconsideration
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.

AMENDMENT OF PUBLIC PRINTING ACT.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2296) to
amend “*An act approved March 2, 1895, relating to public print-
ing,” with a Senate amendment to a House amendment, which
was read.

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to disagree with the
Senate amendment to the amendment of the House and ask for
a conference.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: Mr. HEAT-
WOLE, Mr. BorEING, and Mr. TATE.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

unanimous consent, the Committee on A iations was
diacgm-ged from the further consideration of Execupprmument
No. 249, being a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting a copy of a communication from the Supervising Archi-
tect submitting an estimate for an appropriation for an additional

ing for the Burean of Engraving and Printing, and it was
refi to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By unanimous consent, reference of so much of the message of
the i‘mﬁidﬁnt transmitting the report of the Philippine Commis-
sion as relates to a proposed appropriation was changed from the
Committee on Insular Affairs to the Committee on Appropriations.

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL,

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee
on Appropriations to report the following bill, to meet an imme-
diate 'tg%ent deﬁcian% and ask for its immediate consideration.

The SPEAKER. - The gentleman from Illinois, from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and by the direction of that committee,
rvipoﬂ:a an urgent deficiency bill and asks that it be considered
at once.

The bill was read, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 1 riations to ly ad . defi-
ciencies S in?hﬁ)appmprmmg‘a ons for th:s Mﬁt;gsryendﬁg%ﬁegﬁ%fhﬂ
SeaSE R e s
- m (-]
tg Eﬂpply deficiencies inythe apgropriations Igrrytha fiscal year m:ﬁ;ﬁ
PRINTING AND BINDING.

For ting and binding for the Department of Justice, to be executed
under mn of the Public Printer, §8,000. s i

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

For fuel, as follows: For the metropolitan police, $3,000; for the fire depart-
ment,_glm for public schmls.tﬁiﬁ.m in all, £52500, one-half of which shall
be paid out of the revenues of the District of Columbia and the other half
out of the Treasury of the United States.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
For miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees,

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, this will be consid-
ered now.

There was no objection,

The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL,

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the purpose of considering the bill making appropria-
tions for the Army. And pending that, I ask nunanimons consent
that general debate be limited to five hours, to be divided equally
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